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What We 
Sta nd For 


havoc with that movement are a 
direct result of its departure 





method and 


built. 








l. revolutionary Left 
pat ee oe of fragmented and 
disunited groups stemming from 
the only 
revolutionary tradition to 
emerge from the collapse of 


revolutionary communism in the 


1920s and 30s - the tradition 
of Trotsky and the 4th 
International. The 
opportunism, dogmatism and 
sectarianism that have wreaked 


wholesale or in part from the 
revolutionary Merxist method 
that is the fighting power of 


revolutionary communism. It] 


is only in re-discovering that 
applying it 
creatively in the present 
epoch of Imperialist crisis 
and capitalist decline that 
revolutionary parties and a 
new International can be 


The central core of 
revolutionary communist theory 
and \ practice’ is in «the 
transitional method outlined 


by Lenin in’ April -191y, 


embod ied in - the. -291 8-22 
Congresses of the Comintern 
and developed by Trotsky and 


the 4th International to its 


highest point in the 1938 
Transitional Programme. The 


Transitional Programme was 
forged to become an instrument 


in the hands of revolutionary 
workers and communist 
intellectuals for bringing the 


working class onto a war 
internationally. | 


footing 
Starting from the immediate 
need of the working class to 
defend itself, it sought to 
carry the struggle inexorably 
to the goal of workers power 
in an epoch of Stalinist 
counter-revolution, imminent 
fascist takeover and the drift 


towards a new world war. —~30 


consistently | 
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The strike at the construction site 
for the Alcan Alumina plant at Aughinish 
Island near Limerick is a crucial battle 
for Irish workers. The reason is that 
it is a direct challenge, led by the 
rank and file, to imperialism in the 
Shape of the three giant multi-nationals 
Alcan, Billiton (of Royal Dutch Shell) 
and Anaconda who will produce alumina 
for a rapidly expanding aluminium 
market. Moreover, because the Southern 
State and the Fianna Fail and Fine Gael 
parties and their lieutenants in the 
labour movement, the Union and Labour 
Party bureaucrats, are forced as_ the 
world economic crisis deepens, into ever 
more naked collaboration with the 
imperialist plunder of Irish workers and 
resources, it is also a direct challenge 
to them. 





The 1400 workers (of an eventual 
3,000 to ' be involved in the 
construction) are divided among 12 
unions on the site and are represented 
by some 22 shop stewards. In an attempt 
to head off any industrial ‘unrest’ at 
the site in order to smooth the path of 
the multinational exploiters, the 
Government and the bureaucrats of the 
Irish Congress of Trade Unions took the 
exceptional measure of imposing a 
full-time on-site official to act for 
the whole group of unions on the basis 
of allowing no role to the elected shop 
stewards in representing their members 
in negotiations. In this they were 
making of Aughinish a test case for 
their stepped up drive to openly cement 
their alliance with the Trade Union 
Bureaucracy against the rank and file, a 
strategy soon to be followed by legal 
measures to curb ‘unofficial’ strikes 
and to interfere in the democratic 
voting by workers on issues of strike 
action. 





Ironically for the bureaucrats their 
heavy-handed suppression of on-site 
democracy has meant that problems of 
bonus disparity which might have been 
eased by allowing direct representation 
of the stewards in bargaining reached an 
intolerable level where the mass of 


workers struck to win a fairer bonus. 


scheme. The shopstewards consolidated 


B+ an 


a key struggle 


themselves as a site committee, backed 
the strike action when it had already 
become solid and declared a united front 
against both the management and the 
union bureaucrats. Alcan then locked 
out the workers, declaring that it would 
only allow them back on the basis of 
"selective re-employment" to weed out 
the 'militants'. 


The State's Industrial Development 
Authority (IDA) launched a lying 
campaign of blackmail, claiming that the 
workers’ action had been responsible for 
the failure to win a large new German 
industrial investment in the South. The 
bourgeois press screamed - “Alcan 
Wreckers", and the Irish Press claimed 
that the root of the strike (!) lay in 
the attendance by a leading steward at 
the "Campaign for a Shop’ Stewards 
Movement" conference the previous week 
at which the question was discussed of 
how the Alcan workers should organise. 


The bureaucrats stood fast in their 
blunt refusal to allow the shop stewards 
any future say in negotiations for their 
members. At Limerick Trades Council the 
Council President, by no means a 


Champion of the rank and file, was 


brow-beaten with a storm of opposition 
from the Alcan Union Group officials 
when he raised the need to involve the 
shop stewards in getting a settlement. 


Despite the propaganda offensive 
against the workers, the _ stewards' 
declaration of opposition to the Union 
officials' position forced the latter to 
declare their willingness to have their 
procedures scrutinised by an 


“independent inquiry" along with the 


role of management. The Government took 
up the hint and instigated a secret 
"inguiry" comprising a local authority 
official, a state representative and a 


member of the ICTU Executive - Paddy 


Cardiff of the Federated Workers Union 
of Ireland whose handling of the Postal 
strike last year greatly pleased the 
Government which itself refused to meet 
the Postal workers. The deadline for a 
secret interim report from that 
commission of Inquiry has come and gone 
and yet no consultations whatever with 





whatever with the stewards took 
place! 


If the Alcan workers are to win 
out against the multi nationals 
and defeat the enemy within the 
unions, they need a programme of 
action which, while it starts out 
from the present demands (a 
general 25% base line bonus 
towards bonus parity and 
bargaining rights’ for their 
stewards) , also goes on to 
confront concretely in the 
struggle the political and 
economic roots of capitalist and 
imperialist exploitation in 
Ireland. 


Irish workers' taxes are handed 
out in huge grants to 
multinationals to persuade them to 
locate in Ireland, without any 
vestige of State ownership and 
with little restriction on their 
ability to pull out whenever they 
want. Workers have no interest in 
opposing these companies coming 
in, only in opposing the terms on 
which they operate at the expense 
of workers. Workers have every 
interest in the development of the 
forces of production, but the 
prostitution of their interests to 
the profit—lust of these 
imperialist corporations and their 
Irish hangers-on must be opposed 
absolutely by a struggle which can 
only be taken forward by the fight 
for workers control and_ the 
expropriation of the 
multinationals and Irish 
capitalists, bringing the whole 
international chain of production 
under the control _of Workers 






The National Smash  H-Block 
Campaign founded in October 1979 
at the Green Briar Conference is 
about to complete what it 
describes as the first phase of 
its programme of marches and 
rallies arranged as the means of 
winning public support on _ the 
issue. After 7 months it is clear 
that, as the IWG predicted at that 
Conference, the campaign is no 
nearer realising its goal than the 
Relatives Action Committees 
campaign which the present 
campaign replacesd. Despite the 
setting up of 'local committees’, 
despite resolutions passed by a 
number of local councils and 
Trades Councils in the North and 


South etc., all the original 


weaknesses of the earlier campaign 
have reappeared only in a more 
pernicious and developed form as 
the consequences of the Green 
Briar decisions begin to take 


states as a basis for building 
international socialism. 


The blackmailing of workers, 
offering the false option of 
either wage restraint or jobs, the 
giving of free grants, and the 
complete exemption from taxation 
the huge profits on ‘exports’ for 
these companies must be ended by 
the political and industrial 
action of organised workers. 





ADDRESSES» 


SOLIDARITY MEETING IN DUBLIN. 
Other solidarity action is under 


way in Galway, | Limerick, 
Waterford and further work in 
Dublin. The "Committee for a 
Shop Stewards Movement" is giving 
a lead in solidarity action. 
It's address is c/o Pat Murphy, 
112 Marlborough Street Dublin 1. 


Wrong Road For 
H-Block Campaign! 


As the IW argued in CLASS 
STRUGGLE No. 6, and in our, 
pamphlet on H-Block, a campaign 
based solely on ~=marches and 


rallies with no means or 
perspective of involving’ and 
rganisi workers' industrial 


actien can only lead to 
demoralisatin and defeat. The IWG 
argued that refusal to learn the 
lessons of 3 years of activity and 
failure of the RACs” would. 
inevitably lead to a political 
degeneration of the campaign 
itself. We believe that this has 
happened with the present 
campaign. In the last few months, 
anti-Unionist workers have heard 
public statements from the liberal 
voices of the Committee stating 
that the issue is no longer one of 
Political Status but "five 
humanitarian demands", while other 
members of the Committee from the 
Provos, IRSP and Peoples Democracy 
(USFI) contort themselves in a 
hundred different ways to argue 
that it is political. As they 
were the leading advocates at the 


ALCAN WORKERS MUST WIN 


The IW argues’- for the 
following tactics and demands to 
be taken up by the Alcan workers 
and all those mobilised in 
solidarity with them. 


NO RETURN TO WOORK ON THE BASIS OF 
‘SELECTIVE RE-EMPLOYMENT' OR ANY 
FORM OF VICTIMISATION OF ANY 
WORKER. 


The new-forged united fight can 
only be maintained by extending 
it. Towards this end the Alcan 
shop stewards Committee must: 

* reach out to other construction 
Sites with similar problems of 
bonus inequality and = multiple 
sub-contractors, to draw them into 
solidarity with a common claim. 

* send delegations to every 
Limerick and Shannon workplace to 
set collections in motion, to get 
support in forcing the Unions to 
make the action official thus 
winning strike pay and forcing the 
officials to concede the rank and 
file demands. 


FIGHT TO MAKE THE STRIKE OFFICIAL. 
DEMONSTRATE AT UNION OFFICES. 
FIGHT FOR SYMPATHETIC STRIKE 
ACTION IN THE REGION. 

* Organise demonstrations in the 
City. 


* organise regular mass meetings 
weekly at least to Sebaks and 


decide tactics and maintain 

support. 

'* organise meetings of workers' 

wives to involve them in 
TO PAGE 9 





Green Briar and Dublin Mansion 


House Conferences for the 
humanitarian ‘switch', it is no 
wonder anti-Unionist workers 


‘switch off' when the issue is 
raised. 


As the IWG has pointed out 
tirelessly, the key weakness of 
the Committee is that it took its 
task as one of appealing to the 
decency of middle class public 
opinion here and internationally 
as the key to winning the five 
demands into which it diluted the 
Political Status fight. From this 
flowed its humanitarianism, its 
pacifism and its refusal to 
confront day-to-day harrassment 
and torture as well as the attacks 
on its own marchers by Royal 
Ulster Constabulary, British Army 
and Gardai, the latter in the 
South arresting participants from 
their homes under the Offences 
Against the State Act on no other 
pretext than that they were 
involved in the campaign. 
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From this, too, flowed its 
ignoring of the organised working 
class and its systematic refusal 
to put the action of rank and file 
workers against repression at the 
centre of the fight. To fight to 
draw workers in any serious way 
into the H-Block struggle would 
very soon frighten off the likes 
of Fathers Faul and Murray, the 
likes of Ray Mc Sharry and Senator 
Ellis - whose support along with 
the clergy for the H-Block meeting 
in Drumshanbo of April 15th both 
the Provos and their PD camp 
followers view as_ the pledge of 


‘advance. In reality the price of 


support from these Fianna Failers 
and clergy is to gag_ the 


anti-imperialist movement whilst. 


they condemn the Provos’ as 
murderers, 


From this basis flows’ the 
liquidation of any attempt to 
defend the prisoners as 
anti-imperialist political 
prisoners, in order to win 
opportunist support on the basis 
merely of humanitarian pity from 
forces who are well placed to use 
the Campaign for their own 
objectives - to undermine the 
onti-imperialist struggle. [It is 
now publicly stated by the 
liberals on the Committee that it 
is no longer an issue of Political 
Status. They also state that the 
marches and rallies cannot win 
their demands but are seen as 


public backing for the pressure of 


Cardinal O'Fiaich and Bishop Daly. 
Neither the Republicans nor 
Peoples Democracy have repudiated 
this. 


The role of Fianna Failers is 
especially significant at this 
time in assisting this 
pro-imperialist party to polish up 
its pseudo-Republican image and 
3''ow Haughey to more effectively 
play the Green Card at a time when 
he is driving home the dagger of 
wage restraint, redundancies and 
social service cuts and stepping 
up his anti-union campaign. To 
draw followers of Fianna Fail into 
action against the H-Blocks, even 
on a humanitarian basis, is not 
rejected by the IWG as wrong. But 
to offer the representatives of a 
Party that has hanged Republicans 
and goes on savagely attacking the 
anti-—imperialist fighters with all 
the repressive apparatus of the 
State a platform on a 
"humanitarian" basis whereby the 
Republicans and PD gag themselves 
in public on the central political 
issues is criminal. For PD and 
Sinn Fein then to whisper that 
they are thus using the 
nationalist sentiment of sections 
of Fianna Fail ultimately against 
that Party and to the benefit of 
the Campaign is to stand political 
reality on its head. 


A shameful consequence of the 
attempt to fasten down this method 
despite the objections not only of 
Socialists but also of many 
republicans, is the undemocratic 
Hacure | oF. the Campaign 


organisation and its meetings. We 
detailed in C.S.6 how leading 
members of Sinn Fein told IWG 
members at the Green Briar that we 
would be stopped one way or 
another from distributing our 
leaflets and resolutions. Similar 
obstructions have been repeated as 
an institutionalised feature of 
the "standing orders" for all 
meetings under the Committee's 
auspices - for example at Cork and 
Galway meetings which the  IWG 
Supported. In the absence of ay 
rally to our defence at the Green 
Briar by the centrists of the far 
left, PD, LWR or SWM, or by the 
‘Left' Republicans we were forced 
to cease distributing our leaflets 
and resolutions -—- the latter 
especially important if those 
attending were to see clearly what 
was being argued against the line 
of the platform. 





In the other towns we had to 
distribute outside the meetings in 
the teeth of oppostion from the SF 
organisers. In Galway the 
Committee's platform agents even 
ruled that we were not entitled to 
speak as members of a political 
group - a ruling that we did not 
and would not respect. 


Just as the Committee on its 
present basis cannot do anything 
to bring workers' action to the 
centre of the Political Statys 
fight, so too it cannot tolerate 
the democratic right to argue for 
such an alternative perspective 
before those drawn to its 
meetings. (Significantly a 
meeting of trade unionists in 
Galway initiated by IW § ffor 
Political Status was ignored by 
Sinn Fein!) 


get IWG reprint 
pamphlets (10p) 


—H-Block, SLP 
& Nuclear Power 





Republican News [AP/RN] = on 
April 26th correctly slates the. 
Northern Committee of the ICTU for 
its suppression of freedom of. 
speech for republicans at its 
Conference in Belfast:- 

"The bureaucrats forced the 

leafleters out of the main 

hall into the hotel foyer, 
where the management in turn 
forced them out into the main 
street and into the hands of 
the RUC". | 
Could there be a more damning 
indictment against the same 


movement which refused to allow us 


distribute our literature at the 
Green Briar either inside or 
outside. Let Sinn Fein explain 
this denial of democracy to fellow 
anti-—imperialists! 


The main Left cover for the 
H-Block Campaign in the recent 
period has been the Peoples 
Democracy (USFI). In peddling a 


popular frontist alliance with 
bourgeois nationalists and clergy 
for a humanitarian platform the PD 
follows all too closely the method 
of its International mentors in 
the "United Secretariat of the 
Fourth International". The line 
of uniting "everyone" behind the 
fight for national reconstruction 
in Nicaragua is similar. It 
repudiates the independent class 
interests of workers and the 
central Trotskyist strategy of 
Permanent Revolution. It is a 
charter for anti-working class and 
non-working class forces to gag 
the independent expression by 
workers of their own class 
interests, e.g. in Nicaragua the 
gaoling of workers and socialists 
Supporting strike action for 
better conditions and wages. 


There is further proof in the 
PD's failure to see any point in 
mobilising the Belfast "Trade 
Union Sub-Committee" of the 
H-Block Campaign in solidarity 
with the Royal Victoria Hospital 
workers’ strike against the 
British Army. And in Dublin, in 
defiance of decisions by a _ trade 
union group against H-Block to 
remain autonomous of the National 
H-Block Committee and to openly 
state its commitment to fight for 
"Political Status", PD members in 
the group's ad-hoc committee 
issued a leaflet in the name of 
the new group putting it 
specifically under the auspices of 
the National H-Block Committee, 
without mention of "Political 
Status” and replete with plaudits 
for the support of the clergy! 


For their part, the SWM's 
"WORKER", resurrected after two 
years in the Socialist Labour 
Party, hypocritically opposes the 
humanitarian basis of the 
Campaign. Yet they maintain a 
member on the Southern Committee 
of the campaign where we can be 
sure he will make no criticisms of 
its undemocratic nature despite 
their appeal on paper for "a level 
of democracy in the H-Block 


Campaign". In practice SWM's 


criticisms of the Campaign are 
exposed as base hypocrisy, for 
they opposed our resolutions at 


the founding conferences, never 


defended the IW against the 
suppression of our literature and 
voted for the main line 
resolutions from Sinn Fein 
establishing the basis of the 
campaign. We call on LWR and SwWM 
members to put their leaders to 


‘the test of their paper positions 
‘by demanding that they join with 


the IWG in fighting for: 


RECALL THE H-BLOCK CONFERENCE TO 
DRAW THE BALANCE SHEET OF THE LAST 


‘7 MONTHS AND RE-LOCATE THE FIGHT 


CENTRALLY (THOUGH NOT EXCLUSIVELY) 
IN THE DIRECT ACTION OF WORKERS. 


A CONFERENCE OF TRADE UNION 
ANTI-REPRESSION GROUPS AND FORMER 
TUCAR MEMBERS TO BUILD A NEW 
CAMPAIGN OF ORGANISED WORKERS. 


AGAINST H-BLOCKS AND REPRESSION. 





- NATIONAL UNDERSTANDING © 


FIGHT WAGE RESTRAINT 


The lessons of the wage 
struggle in 1979 are crucial for 
militants facing the present 
attempt by the Union mis-leaders 
to get a new National 
Understanding. Trade unionists 
entered 1979 with the ICTU Special 
Conference having refused any 
mandate to the ICTU Executive to 
engage in talks for a new national 
Wage Agreement. The victory was 
hollow however. 


Because no rank and_=é (file 
movement capable of leading action 
independently of the trade union 
Bureaucracy had been built, this 
rejection of continued 
collaborationist talks with the 
bosses and State could not be 
translated into the action that 
was necessary - to immediately 
lodge claims backed by industrial 
action. 


For the same reason, the 
absence of an effective Public 
Sector Alliance of the rank and 
file, claims in the pipline of 
many public sector unions, e.g. 
POWU, Nurses etc., were not 
brought forward and backed by 
industrial action when the busmen 
declared a national strike in that 
January and were immediately faced 
with Army strike breaking. And 
almost as the Busworkers went back 
with a fudged result the POW 
leadership were forced to call a 
national strike which was made 
solid only by the (initially 
unofficial) action of the Dublin 
postmen. Right from the start of 
the POW strike, its leaders, 
Quinlan & Co., with the deliberate 
aim of minimising any general wage 
offensive in the Public Sector, 
reiterated the "special case” 
nature of the POW strike - just 
as Derby had done before him in 
the Bus strike:- 


".e-a settlement would provide no 
grounds for follow up claims by 
other people who do not have to 
suffer the disabilities and 
working conditions of the postal 
staff" (Press, 21/2/79). 


Quinlan had been a strong prop 
of national Wage Agreements. 
‘Clearly he dreaded being pushed 

forward to a victory that would 
open up the sluice gates, first in 
the public sector and then in 
general, which would put paid to 
the National Understanding then 
being carefully hatched in the 
secret negotiations of Ruairi 
Roberts and the ICTU with Martin 
- O'Donoghue and Fianna Fail. 


As this strike began two major 
groups, Builders and Craft unions, 
had lodged claims for 25% rises. 
What was needed was a break by the 
rank and file of these unions away 
from the stranglehold of their 
unaccountable union leaders whose 
survival depends on maintaining 
the sectional divisions between 
the struggles of workers as the 
only means to head off the kind of 
class-wide action that would 
undermine their role as_ brokers. 


The basis on which this could have 


been done was "strike action now" 
for the claims, bringing all the 
major groupings out together. 


Failing this, Roberts and _ the 
ICTU were able to thumb their 
noses at the mandate of the 
November Conference against new 
talks, enter into negotiations and 
organise a new special Conference 
in February ‘79. That this 
conference would concede a basis 
for talks to the ICTU Executive 
was not surprising in the absence 
of any generalised direct action 
by the rank and file for their 
claims. The eventual acceptance 
of the National Understanding in 
July was made possible by the 
ICTU's successful isolation of the 
Post Office workers’ strike and 
its effective defeat. 


ONLY THE WRAPPER WAS NEW 


The new agreement was sold as a 
Social Contract covering a range 
of issues which the labour 
movement bureaucracy claimed could 
not be raised in traditional 
bargaining - social policy on 
unemployment , health, social 
services, education etc. But what 
made it possible for these bosses' 
agents to sell such a lie was 
precisely these same_ brokers' 
absolute refusal historically to 
ever mobilise workers politically 
on a programme that embraced all 
the needs of the class, a_ refusal 
in ‘ which the political 
stranglehold . of the same 
bureaucrats' own Party, the Irish 


Labour Party, playS a_ crucial 


role. 


The most blatant and 
predictable fact about the 
"National Understanding" besides 
its role in wage restraint has 
been the refusal of the bosses and 
their Government to concede many 
of the social aspects which the 
working class was hoodwinked into 


accepting as the trade-off for 


wage restraint. Job creation 
promises have been replaced by 
redundancies now running to 1,400 
a month in the South;° health 


eligibility limits were said to 
have been extended but the patient 
must pay the consultants’ fees and 
wait endlessly for re-imbursement 
while prices soar at 20%. 
Education is the victim of savage 
Budget cuts rather than enjoying 
the largesse promised to reduce 
the pupil-teacher ratios. The 
rank and file must draw the plain 
lessons of this and refuse to rely 
on the "promises" of the bosses or 
their brokers in the Union 
leadership. 


WAGE RESTRAINT AND OFFICIAL LIES 


The National Understanding in 
essence offered 17% on the wage or 
13% in take-home pay, over 15 
months in which prices rise over 
22%. (Inflation is higher for the 


lower paid, even if one were to 


trust an Index constructed by the 
Bosses State out of information 
volunteered by the bosses!) 
Special increases were won by the 


direct action of a number of 
sections, but even the strongest 


sections, the male industrial 
workforce in the large factories 
had to work increased overtime to 
achieve the "male average 
industrial wage" of £112 per week 
- overtime which increases. the 
rate of exploitation of - workers 


and which could be the basis of 


creating jobs for the unemployed 
if the  fank ami "file were 
mobilised to impose a ban on 
overtime without any loss of 


average gross earn earnings - that is 
by consolidating overtime money 


into a basic rate for a working 
week of 35 hours. (It should be 
noted that the "male average" is 
based on information volunteered 
by the bosses to the State, and is 
based only on the large factories 
—- over 200 adult employees - and 
even then only on a limited sample 
of these. Even as a purely male 
industrial average it is therefore 
not a true figure. Similarly for 
the quoted figure for women of 
only £65 per week.) 





Special increases were conceded 
also to white collar sections 
linked to claims won in the Public 
Sector, but these were much larger 
for the higher executive grades 
than for the tens of thousands of 
lower paid. Considering that they 
failed to make up for the extent 
to which public sector clerical 
workers had fallen behind, the 
attempt of the Union leaders to 
claim that they bridge the gap 
between prices and the effective 
wage cut of the National 
Understanding is a calculated lie. 





Alj. the more so when the lie is 
stretched to cover the huge 
sections of private sector service 
workers, especially women, who got 
nothing over the terms of the 
National agreement, if they even 
got that much. Productivity deals 
which stepped up the pace of work 
and exploitation and drove a 
further wedge between workers and 
the jobless were the favourite 
escape hatch for the Union brokers 
who refuse to challenge the 
profits of the bosses, 


The FWUI in its "Economic 
Review", presented deliberately to 
Swing its Special Delegate 
Conference in favour of another 
Wage Agreement round, exemplifies 
the lies:- 


"Over the 12 months to March 1980, 
men's earnings have risen by about 
25% and women's earnings by 28%." 


It is hard to believe that such 
lies could be published in May 
1980 even by FWUI's Paddy Cardiff, 
architect of the POW "settlement" 
and Fianna Fail's favourite "trade 
union" candidate for the Alcan 
"inquiry" tribunal. But the FWUI 
naively admits its sources for 
these “estimated data". They 
include: "Allied Irish Bank, 
Cooper and Lybrand, O'Hare 
Barry/O'Donoghue, Phillips and 
Drew" as well as the agencies of 
the State. They include no trade 
union source. A more powerful 
proof could hardly be found for 
the urgent need of the rank and 
file to force the Unions to 


independently monitor prices and 
wages. 


The Understanding was 
bludgeoned through with the threat 
of a unilateral ceiling on wage 
rises imposed by the Government. 


The 
same weapons are being sharpened 
up for the next round. McAuley of 
the Federated Union of Employers 
is plugging a policy of a wage 
standstill from August to December 
and then for severe wage 
restraint, claiming that the 
choice is, now more starkly than 
ever, between wage "rises" and 
jobs, as if, between these two 
options there was no such thing as 
privately owned profit-making 
capital, exploitation, production 
speedups, inflation caused by the 
scramble to maintain profit rates, 
the export of up to 30% profit on 
capital per annum by the 
multinationals and the continued 
investment abroad by Irish 
capitalism of sums almost as great 
as those enticed into Ireland at 
the expense of the tax-paying 
worker. 


Haughey's Budget has primed the 
pumps for a wage freeze at least 
in the public sector by laying out 
only £100 million extra as the 
limit of the public sector pay 
increases this year, a sum almost 
exceeded already in meeting claims 
of nurses, teachers and post 
clerks. The Union bureaucracy and 
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UNIONS DELGATES VOTE FOR NEW NATIONAL WAGE TALKS. 
their ideological police in the 
Labour party, SFWP and BICO make 
big noises about the virtues of 
centralised bargaining. But in 


spite of the fiction of 
centralised 'bargaining', never, 
in the 8 years of talks, have they 
even threatened to use what one 
would imagine to be the basic 
instrument of central negotiations 
= Mass strike action to enforce 
the claims. This fact even on its 
own is proof that the bargaining 
is pure class collaboration by the 
enemy within our ranks —- the 
unaccountable trade union broker 
mis-leaders working behind the 
backs of the rank and file and 
behind closed doors. Their most 
basic instinct is to hold back the 
enormous strength of rank and file 
union action so as to preserve 
their own security and the 
interests of the bosses system of 
wage slavery without which they 
would have no role or material 
privileges. 


SHOP STEWARDS MOVEMENT 


All this points once again to 
the burning urgency of building a 
national rank and file movement in 
the unions’ throughout the 32 
counties which is independent in 
programme and action from the 
Union bureaucracy while never at 
any point however allowing the 
union officials to escape the full 
force of rank and file demands for 
full fficial backing at every 
stage. Hence the importance of 
the April conference for shop 
stewards in Dublin attended by 60 
stewards among them some from 


fighting sections such as. the 


Alcan workers and the CIE cement 
depot workers on unofficial strike 
for a year against the 
privatisation of CIE haulage. 
This initiative, in the present 
upsurge of anger among sections of 
the union movement North and South 
against the Bureaucracy's sellouts 
and anti-democratic manipulations, 
could be an important starting 
point from which to fight for the 
building in struggle of a national 
rank and file movmement of which a 
32-County Shop Stewards movement 
is an important part. 


in different keys. 


POLITICAL PERSPECTIVE FOR STUGGLE 


The two other political groups 
represented at the April 
conference were the SLP and the 
SWM. Characteristically neither 
the Peoples Democracy nor the LWR 
took part. Both the SLP and SwWM 
play the siren song of economism - 
This is the 
belief that militant struggle 
alone will spontaneously generate 
socialist political consciousness. 
Because of this both groups 
refused to condone’ agitational 
demands that would qualitatively 
go beyond the spontaneous 
militancy of workers. Effectively 
this meant that both view the 
initiative as merely to build 
limited support action for 
whatever the workers are actually 
doing. On this minimal base the 
SLP and SWM were indistinguishably 
weak on what alternative could be 


offered to National Wage 
Agreements aS a content’ for 
workers "free collective 
bargaining". SWM''s only 


alternative was the bald "policy" 
of putting in 22% claims as a 


basic demand to anticipate a 


year's inflation, with joint 
action by sections where possible. 
In contrast the IWG argued that 
while it is essential to fight for 
large basic increases to catch up 
and to improve real earnings, the 
key wage issue of continuous 
inflation could only be addressed 


‘by the sliding scale of wages - 


that is, the rank and file must be 


won to a united struggle to impose 
on the bosses and state by direct 


industrial action and the deciding 


of their own wn amounts, a system of 


regular automatic compensation for 
inflation to fully make up for 
losses through prices rises - as 
monitored by the labour movement. 
The idea of fighting for such a 


‘unifying struggle around a common 


minimum demand was anathema to the 
SWM's trailing of what the workers 
‘are actually doing’. Unable to 
base their strategy for the class 
on the needs of the class, and 


relate it  tacticall to the 
existing struggles, SWM were 
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The deaths of 3 Irish soldiers 
in the Lebanon, three of several 
'United Nations' troops’ killed 
there since 1978, poses very 
sharply — for Irish workers, 
socialists and republicans the 
question of what attitude to take 


ito the presence of the UN forces 


in the Lebanon. 


Immediately the troops were 
sent in, IWG fought to get the 
Socialist Labour Party (in which 
IWG was a tendency at the time) to 
call for the instant withdrawal of 
the Irish and 'United Nations’ 
troops. As a step to raising this 
demand we won the SLP executive to 
have this position carried in the 
Party paper due to appear 
immediately after the sending of 
the “troops. The Centrists of the 
SWT, however, who controlled the 
aditorial committee, didn't think 
it important enough and nothing 
was published. (Or perhaps they 
thought it too important to allow 
the SLP to claim the initiative, 
for their own tendency paper SWR 
No.3 featured the issue shortly 
afterwards without even a 
reference to the SLP or how that 
party should have been made fight 
for it.) 


In the present situation of 
whipped-up national 'pride' to 
cover over the cynical sacrifice 
of the soldiers' lives, it is 
important that the role of the UN 
troops be made clear to workers - 
and soldiers - as a= means of 
explaining why our call for UN 
Troops Out is crucial to’ the 
interests of the working class and 
oppressed peoples worldwide. 


ROOTS OF LEBANON CRISIS 


The crisis of Lebanon is rooted 
in the expansionism of the Israeli 
State which is based on the 
ideology of Zionism - the ideology 
based on the Old Testament, which: 
regards all Jews, regardless of 


‘class, culture or language as part 


of 2 dispersed Nation. 


Zionism, the product of 
revulsion against anti-Jewish 
pogroms whipped up in Tsarist 
Russia at the end of the last 
century, was given a massive boost 
in reaction to Hitler's holocaust 
in which 6 million Jews’ were 


murdered. The absolute refusal of 


the "democratic" imperialists, 
Britain “and the U.S.,° either 
before or after the Second World 
War to remove their racist 


immigration restrictions against 
Jewish refugees gave fertile 


ground to Zionist ideas. 


From its inception Zionism was 


thus a project of finding ‘a land. 
_ without a people for a people 


U.N. Troops Out 
of Lebanon Now! 


without a land'. However, there 
were people - Arabs, Palestinians 
- in the British Mandate territory 
of Palestine to which Zionist 
refugees set out fleeing from 
capitalist and fascist racial 





-_persecution, on a course which led 


them to become the oppressors of 
the Palestinians. Under the 
protection of British Imperialism 
the Zionists set about clearing 
cout the Arabs by plain terror and 
creating an all—Jewish capitalist 
class society. Prime Minister 
Begin himself led one of the main 
‘racist terror groups, the Irgun. 





Thus the very basis of the 
present Israeli State's existence 


is racist expansionism. The 


invasion by Israel of the Lebanon 


‘in 1978 and the establishment of 


new Israeli settlements in Sinai 
and the West Bank of Jordan are 
‘part of this policy, as was each 
‘of the three Israeli-Arab wars 
fought since the Israeli State was 
set up in 1948. 


Inside Israel the Jewish 
workers are cemented to Zionism. 
mainly through the  H4dHistradut, 
miscalled a "Trade Union". The 
Histradut is completely integrated 
into the State machine and 
controls the Israeli social 
security and health services. The 
Zionist Parties the Government and 
the Histradut form the Jewish 
Agency. It controls the massive 
funds coming into the country from 


Imperialist aid and the 
remittances of |."Zionists.. in 
Exile". Since 1948 this’ colonial 
and expansionist State has 


depended on being propped up 
economically and militarily by US 
imperialism. In return it has 
acted as the watchdog of 
imperialist interests - dividing 
the Arab world for Imperialism and 
-acting as a boulder in the stream 
of Anti-imperialist struggle. 


The programme of the Zionist 
Parties, both ‘Left’ (Labour Party 
~ ally of the Irish Labour Party) 
and right (Begin's party), differ 
politically only in tactics. For 
all Zionists there can be no 
question of recognising the 
legitimate rights of the 
Palestinian people. Therefore, 
those Arabs who remain within 
Israel are systematically 
discriminated against in jobs, 
land ownership and places of 
domicile, much like the Catholics 
in the North of Ireland. In 
addition, the Israeli State must 
expand its territory in such a way 
as to block the struggle of 
Palestinians outside its borders 
also. This is the meaning of the 
invasion of 30,000 Israeli troops 
into Lebanon in March 1978 on the 


pretext of a revenge mission for a 











for Israel. 


‘Palestinian commando raid. This’ 


invasion, in addition to its 
killings and maimings, drove 


150,000 people into the slums of. 


Beirut and Sidon in North Lebanon. 
Its aim was to deal a death blow 
to the Palestinians and, in Begins 
words, to "cut off the head of 
evil". The Zionists have always 
set their hearts on the Litani 


River as their own northern border: 
To complement this: 


they want to establish in North 
Lebanon a State dominated by the 
right wing Christians headed by 
Haddad. It was Ben’ Gurion, 
Israel's former leader, who said 


"The Achilles heel of the Arab 
Coalition is Lebanon...a Christian 


State should be set up there with. 


its Southern 
Litani River". 


boundary in the 


To achieve this in the Lebanon 
civil war the Israelis fed, paid 
and armed Major Haddad's 
proto-fascist Christian 
falangists, encouraging them to 
terrorise Arab villages and open a 
bridgehead for the Israeli 
invasion. The Israeli Army 


controls areas of Lebanon as an. 


army of occupation and racist 
terror. The role of the UN troops 


is ,to. act..as..a, .cover for this 
occupation. The UN patrols a 
Strip of territory between the 
Israeli positions and the 
Palestinian guerillas with 
Haddad's forces acting as cats paw 
and proxy for Israel. 





World imperialism sells the UN 
troops as the force which will 
eventually oversee Israel's 
withdrawal in the context of a 
West Bank "Bantustan"” State for 
the Palestinians. Moscow supports 
this plan as does the stalinist 
Palestinian Liberation 
Organisation. The UN _ troops 
therefore are in Lebanon as the 
troops of Imperialism. Their 
basic aim is to contain and stymie 
the resistance of the Palestinian 
people and especially to prevent 
them launching effective armed 


ALCAN rrom pep. 


solidarity action and prevent 
demoralisation and isolation 
turning them against the strike. 

* call for solidarity organisation 
by trade unionists in every town, 
placing demands on the_ Trades 
Councils and bringing Alcan 
delegations to collect and canvass 
support at factories. 


absolutely no more 
therefore, for saying that the] 
Irish and UN troops are "neutral } 
‘peace keepers" than there is for 
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Struggle against he Israell army] 


and Haddad's forces. There is 
reason, 


saying this about the British 
troops in the North. The Irish 


troops are doing in Lebanon what] 


the British troops are doing in 
the North - violently containing 
the upsurge of the oppressed, the 


Palestinians, and thereby aiding 


and abetting the oppressor, 


Israel, and world capitalism. 


It must not be forgotten that’ 


these "workers in uniform" have 
been sent out as cannon fodder for 
imperialism and for its interests 


- profit — in the Middle East, to] 
aid imperialism's Fifth Column in 

The doubly] 
that must be) 


the region, Zionism. 
disgusting fact 
hammered home aS a nail in the 


coffin of the "Free State” ruling 
and their} 
Unionist partners, is that these 
troops are being supplied by a 


class in Ireland 


country which is itself 
Partitioned and militarily 
occupied and whose unity as a 
Nation is denied by imperialism. 
So much for the pretence of the 
"United Nations" peacekeepers. 


FOR WORKING CLASS ACTION TO FORCE 
THE WITHDRAWAL NOW OF IRISH AND UN 
TROOPS OUT OF THE LEBANON. 


SUPPORT FOR THE PALESTINIAN 


RESISTANCE AND ITS GUERILLA FORCES 
AGAINST ZIONISM, IMPERIALISM ANDI 


AGAINST THE UN TROOPS - 


NO TO ANY WEST SANK 
GANTUSTAN-STYLE PALESTINIAN STATE. 


FOR SECULAR WORKERS STATES IN 


PALESTINE AND £LEBANONAND THE 
SMASHING OF THE ISRAELI STATE. 


BUILD REVOLUTIONARY TROTSKYIST 
PARTIES TO LEAD THE PALESTINIAN 


AND ARAB WORKERS TO HEAD THE 


STRUGGLE FOR SELF—DETERMINATION 


AND WORKERS POWER AND TO BREAK 
ISRAELI WORKERS FROM ZIONISM. 


Against the slanders of the 
‘bourgeois media it is necessary to 
* demand equal space for right of 
reply 
* demand action by journalists and 
print workers to win this demand. 
* picket newspapers where possible 
to hammer home the demand. 


The most profitable industrial location in Europe. 


2 US Department of Commerce statistics for the period ‘74-78 show a 29.9% average annual return on investment for US$ 
-\manuftacturers located in the Republic of Ireland — more than twice the European average 
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agency has offices in 





* Expose the sham ' independent" 
inguiry by systematic information 
to all unions and trades councils, 


proposing that the only acceptable. 


inquiry could be one of 


accountable delegates of organised 


rank and file workers, 

* Produce ae regular Lockout 
Bulletin for the site and for use 
throughout the labour and trade 
union movement. 


Workers' dependants are 


entitled to Supplementary Welfare 


Allowances during the lockout. 
Bureaucratic attempts to deny them 
this must be met by mass sit-ins 
to win this entitlement (for which 
workerS pay social welfare 
contributions), occupying labour 
exchanges until payment is 
guaranteed. 


Any attempt to move machinery 
from the site must be met with 
physical opposition and occupation 
to hold the assets to ransom in 
furtherance of the demands of the 
rank and file. 


NATIONAL CONSTRUCTION COMMITTEE 


The action at Alcan is an 
inspiration for other workers, 
especially in the 
industry where casual employment 
undermines union 
Alcan workers and their supporters 
must carry their example into 
every site to fight for the 
building of shop stewards 
committees based on workplace rank 
and file democracy and organised 
independently of the union 
officials, demanding that these 
carry out the mandates of the rank 
and file and be subject’ to 
election by the ranks and to 
recall (while holding open jobs 
for them to return to). 


On this basis the Alcan 

Committee must give a lead in the 
fight for an all-Ireland Shop 
Stewards Committee in the 
construction industry as a step 
towards an Industrial Union of 
building workers under rank and 
‘file control. Such a fight, if it 
is to answer the problems of 
building workers must take up 
these demands: 
* End the casual temporary nature 
of the employment - five days pay 
whether or not there's five days 
work. 


* Consolidate average bonus 


payments into the basic wage rates 


‘and end the tyranny of the bonus 
which makes the worker his own 
slave driver. 


* fight for workers" control of: 


work speed and intensity. 

* end the rule of the parasite 
contractors who play workers 
against each other on sites by 
raising the struggle for 
NATIONALISATION OF THE BUILDING 
INDUSTRY WITHOUT COMPENSATION TO 
THE PRIVATE OPERATORS AND PUTTING 
IT UNDER WORKERS CONTROL. 


construction 


organisation. ' 


g 
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USSR - investments & 
buffer state at risk 


If we were to believe’ the 
official Soviet news media, then 
explaining the Soviet invasion of 
Afghanistan would be a _ simple 
One-time friend and ally 
of the USSR, President H.Amin was, 
in fact, a US agent all along - 
nothing less than the CIA's 
"lap-dog" right inside the Afghan 
leadership! No doubt, to a 
time-scale co-ordinated with 
Washington, he set out to plunge 
Afghan society into such chaos as 
to facilitate a takeover by 
pro-imperialist forces trained in 
Pakistan by China and the USA. 


Amin's repressive regime, his 
drive to exterminate the Hazareh 
tribe and plans to liquidate all 
his political opponents’ last 
December 29th, were part of 
well-laid schemes to discredit the 
revolution of April 1978 and its 


reform programme. The USSR, 
‘invited' under treaty, entered 
Afghanistn to aid a popular 


government to withstand the threat 
of imperialist subversion and 
eventually invasion which Amin had 
deliberately paved the way for. 


The patent absurdity of these 
claims, fabricated after the 
event, helps to illustrate one 
point at least. The Soviet Union 
did not intervene in Afghanistan 
because of its concern for 
implementation of the April 1978 
overthrow of the Daoud regime. 
Neither was the Soviet Union 
concerned with defending’ the 
democratic rights of the Afghan 
workers and peasants or their 
forward march against imperialism 
and oppression. The USSR 
bureaucrats have historically 
looked to Afghanistan aS a 
friendly buffer state on their 
Southern border. For the 
bureaucracy it has always been the 
stability and friendliness of the 
regime, not the emancipation of 
the masses, that has counted in 
this relationship. 


From 1953 to 1978, the USSR 
poured - in aid to the Afghan 
monarchy, and after 1973, to 
Daoud's capitalist republic. 


Since 1953 the USSR has given aid 
to Afghanistan to the tune of 750 
million. In per capita terms this 


is higher than Soviet aid to any 
-other country. The 


political 
nature of the recipients presented 
no problem to the USSR as long as 


the regime remained friendly and 


pliant. Soviet diplomacy was 
directed to winning friends and 


allies in the highest military and 


administrative echelons of Afghan 


_ society. 


STAN 


Even the =most suspicious 
bourgeois observers can _ find 
little evidence of Soviet 
involvement in the coup by which 


Taraki, Amin and Karmal's Peoples 
Democratic Party of Afghanistan 
(PDPA) succeeded in overthrowing 


Daoud in April 1978. Russian aid 
and advisors did increase 
enormously after 1978. About 
3,000 technical and 2000 military 
advisors were sent in and by 
October 1978 almost 40 new 
economic, trade and cultural 


agreements had been struck between 
the USSR and the Taraki regime. 
The problem for the Soviet 
bureaucracy, however, was that the 
new regime increasingly threatened 
to jeopardise both these and new 
investments and Afghanistan's 
stable buffer status as it ran 
into mounting opposition to its 
reform programme and its methods 
of administration. 


Trained in the Stalinist 
school, Taraki and Amin after him 
viewed the independent 
organisation of the Afghan masses 
with extreme suspicion, preferring 
to carry out their reform 
programme through administrative 
decree and military force. While 
there is evidence that the April 
coup was popular amongst 
Significant, mostly urban, 
sections of Afghan society, and 
the leaders of the PDPA based 
themselves on the military and 
administrative layer of society, 
their land reform decree, 
published on 28th Nov. 1978, set 
out to change the position of the 
700,000 landless peasants’ in 
Afghanistan by making the maximum 
landholding 15 acres ina society 
where previously 5% of the popula- 
tion had owned 50% of the land. 


The regime trusted the 
execution of the reform to Party 
committees, refused to build 
committees of poor peasants to 
carry through the reform leaving 
the Mullahs, the Islamic clergymen 
who were often the largest 
landholders, and the landowners to 
capitalise on the disaffection 
that reform by administrative 
decree and widespread allegations 
of corruption provoked amongst 
large sections of the population. 


It is hard to find any evidence 
of a difference in method between 
the 'Khalg' faction of Taraki and 
Amin, and the 'Parcham' faction of 


Karmal, the newly installed 
leader. The Parchamites, for 
example, served as rural 


administrators for Daoud after 
1973 until they were replaced by 
Daoud's family and friends. 


In the face of mounting 
opposition the Taraki regime, and 
that of Amin too, resorted to ever 
larger scales of repression 
against their opponents and 
suffered ever sharper internal 
clashes over tactics and strateagy 
to hold their beleaguered State 


together. 

It was the mounting instability 
of the regime, its internal 
divisions and the potential 


unreliability of its armed forces 
that caused alarm in the highest 
ranks of the Kremlin bureaucracy. 


The anti-regime rebellion took 
its sharpest turn in August 1979 
when a section of the = army 
mutinied, united with some 400 
guerillas and attacked the centre 
of the capital Kabul from the 
Bala- Hissar fort on the edge of 
the inner city. Earlier in the 
year, the rebels had briefly held 
Herat in the West where they had 
publicly tortured to death about 
100 Russian advisors. The Hazareh 
tribesmen, who formed a large part 
of the rebel forces, set up their 
own administration in mid-August 


1979. By September, rebels in 
Paktiar were laying siege to 
Gardiz, only 150 kilometres south 
of Kabul. 


During this period the 
principal architect of repression, 
the effective head of State in all 
but name from April 1979, was none 
other than H.Amin. What's more, 
the CIA's most precious “agent” 
was supplied with tanks = and 


gunships by the Soviet 
bureaucracy. 
As Amin's campaign of 


repression, including his murder 
of Taraki in September 1979, ran 
into deeper and deeper trouble, so 
his paymasters in the Soviet 
bureaucracy invaded Afghanistan to 
install a regime that could serve 
its interests in maintaining a 
protective buffer on the USSR's 
southern border. The alternative 
was a period of chaos and collapse 
in Afghanistan which could imperil 
the strategic interests of the 
Russian bureaucracy. 


We have no hesitation in 
condemning the Soviet invasion of 
afghanistan. Responsibility for 
the crisis facing the regime of 
Amin lay squarely with the 
Stalinists of Afghanistan and the 
USSR. It was because of their 
politcs that the opposition, led 
by landowners and Mullahs, was 
able to win support against a 
programme of literacy, greater 
equality for women «and land 
reform. The Soviet invasion can 


| | 
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only further strengthen the hold 
of reactionary forces over 
sections of the oppressed masses 
of Afghanistan. For the workers 
‘and peasants of Afghanistan, the 
invasion will not aid_ their 
ability to organise independently 
to throw off their oppressors and 


defend their gains against 
Imperialism's intrigues. 
The counter-revolutionary 


Soviet bureaucracy is no ally of 
the oppressed peoples of Asia. At 
every turn it will sacrifice their 


independence, stifle their 
organisations in its own 
interests. 


‘.the US ruling class will - 


use any military means 
to hold their vital 
interests& investments 

in the Persian Gulf.’ 


After its serious defeat in 
Iran and in the face of mounting 
instability in its key areas of 
interest and influence, the Carter 
administration has launched a new 
drive to strengthen the military 
and strategic arsenals of US 
Imperialism. 


Carter and Brzezinski have 
served notice that the US ruling 
class will use any military means 
necessary to keep hold of their 
vital interests and investments in 
the Persian Gulf. Carter put this 
bluntly in his recent State of the 
Union address when he said 

“any attempt by an outside 
force to gain control of the 
Persian Gulf region will be 
regarded as an assault on the 
vital interests of the US ... 
It will be repelled by any 
means necessary including 
military force". 


The threat to the revenues and 
profits of the Oil Corporations 
and the stability of the corrupt 
repressive regimes that constitute 
Carter's "vital interests" is 
indeed areal one. The overthrow 
of the US's puppet, the Shah of 
Iran, by amass anti-—imperialist 
upsurge in which the _ § Iranian 
workers played a key role and 
which involved the demoralisation 
and partial destruction of the 
fourth biggest army in the 
capitalist world, has emboldened 
the labouring masses of South West 


== = 
Sia. 


Tt is the mounting antiimper- 
.2l.ist sentiment evidenced in the 
ram overthrow, in the ransacking 
2= the US embassy in Islamabad in 
Pakistan, . the mounting 
impepularity of the feudal Saudi 
w@gume and the anti-Saudi moves by 
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the once reliable North Yemen 
regime that Carter and his aides 
really fear. The deepest threat 
to imperialist interests in the 
crucial area of Iran is not in 
fact from the reactionary 
Ayatollahs and Mullahs _ whose 
"anti-imperialist" use of the US 
Embassy hostages is actually 
rooted in Khomeini's need to stave 
off the genuinely revolutionary 
and democratic momentum of the 
Iranian working class and 
oppressed nationalities by appeals 
to Islamic unity against the evil 
Imperialists. 


The Americans have fought a 
hard and costly battle to keep 
their military bases and listening 
posts in Turkey. Even now, a 
hardline right wing Government led 
by Demirel and pumped up with IMF 
loans is facing such opposition 
from Turkish workers and oppressed 
nationalities as to endanger these 
gains from imperialism and. 
Washington. The US lost the’ 
listening posts on the Russian 
border that the murderous SAVAK 
regime had guaranteed to them in 
Iran, 


Central to Carter's strategy is 
the need to recoup the losses of 
US Imperialism and to stand firm 
in the face of a swelling of the. 
anti- imperialist tide. Ome part 
of the solution is simple. us 
arms spending will go up 5% per 
year in real terms that is, on top 
of compensation for inflation. A» 


special crack corps of US 


commandos is being trained to take 
the oil fields and pipelines in 
any crisis situation. 


More difficult, however, is the 
task of putting together a new 
coalition of client States to 
provide US military bases and 
guard US interests. Even 
Pakistan's blood soaked dictator 
Zia ul Haq is scared of being 
openly identified as a hireling of 
the US - for fear of meeting the 
same fate as the Shah. 


Carter and Brzezinski are set 
on forging a reactionary alliance 
of Egypt, Saudi-Arabia, Oman, 
Pakistan, Turkey and China to 
police the area in concert with 
them. The dictatorships and 
Bureaucracy who preside over these 
states all need US hardware to 
hold down the masses and develop 


‘economically at their expense. 


The new alliance has already 
served to increase Imperialism's. 
military presence in the area. 
The US and Egypt are carrying out 
joint excercises with AWAC 
reconnaissance planes in the area 
of the Persian Gulf. Qman has 
Started discussions aimed at 
expanding US naval facilities. 
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Thatcher has given the green light 
for the US base (2,000 miles 
south-east of the Gulf) on Diego 


‘Garcia in the Indian Ocean to be 


doubled in size. And as the 
Iranian masses well know, the 
Indian Ocean and Persian Gulf have 
become the centre of a major 
build-up of the US fleet. 


An alliance is being formed to 
ferry arms to Zia in Pakistan. US 
Defence Secretary Brown has 
ensured a working deal with the 
Stalinist bureaucracy of China to 
jointly fund the flow of arms. 
Carter has lifted the restrictions 
on the supply of certain military 
equipment to the Chinese leaders. 
All this was underway well before 
the Russian invasion of 
Afghanistan. The US moved its 
Navy to. the Gulf after its 
diplomats were taken hostage in 
Teheran last November. Carter 
started to "get tough" after he 
"discovered" a Soviet troop camp 
in Cuba last September as cover 
for going ahead with re-equiping 
NATO with a new round of Pershing 
nuclear missiles. 


Ever since Carter claimed that 
the Russian invasion of 
Afghanistan had “changed his mind 
about Russian intentions" the 
White House has been the centre of 
a campaign to whip up a wave of 
new Cold War hysteria against the 
USSR, 


Carter is determined to win a 
new term of office and new clients 
for the US by standing firm 
against the Russians. He has 
witheld foodstuffs, fertilisers 
and computers etc. from the USSR, 
striking a potentially serious 
blow against both Russian 
agriculture and industry. Trade 
and cultural links are being 
broken and now Carter has 
effectively broken up the Moscow 
Olympic Games. All the Cold War 
hullaballoo is a key part of the 
drive of the US ruling class to 
whip up frenzy against Russia and 
to strengthen the US militarily 
for war. 


America's most pliable allies 
round the world have followed 
suit. Thatcher has crusaded for 
an Olympic boycott and slashed 
cultural and diplomatic links with 
the USSR. New Zealand and Canada 
have both expelled Soviet 
diplomats - in the former case 
linking their move with a drive to 
expose “Soviet subversion” in the 
trade unions and the recent strike 
wave there. Japan is already 
involved in a frenzy of spy mania: 
after revelations of links between 
some of their top military brass 
and Soviet intelligence. A new 
Cold War against the Soviet Union 
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‘national 


in Iran, 


has become the battle cry of the 
imperialist powers throughout the 
world. The Irish ruling class, 
prostrate before imperialism and 
down on its knees begging it to 
keep investments flowing in, has 
tagged along behind this Cold War 
bandwagon and is joining in the 
EEC Olympic boycott in the teeth 
of its own pretence of neutrality. 


An imperialist power is at its 
most dangerous when, injured, it 
tries to hit back and re-assert 
itself. Carter is quite capable 
of attempting a show of strength, 
an invasion, for example, to prove 
his and Imperialism's vitality. 
This is probably what was being 
prepared in the aborted attempt to 
rescue the Teheran hostages. His 
hawks, now in the ascendancy, are 
urging him to teach the Russians 
and the peoples of the Persian 
Gulf a lesson. 


Despite all the crocodile tears 
about the violated integrity of 
Afghanistan the present outcry is 
not about national rights and 
freedoms at all. Where were the 
howls of outrage when France 
invaded Central Africa or Zaire, 
when China invaded Vietnam after 
consultation with Carter, or at 


Britain's continued occupation of. 


the Six Counties? Nowhere, of 
course, for the simple reason that 
all of these violations of 
rights served the 
interests of Imperialism. 


The attacks on the Soviet Union 
are not accidental. Py) 8 
situation where imperialism is 
under serious pressure, the 
Russian bureaucracy can increase 
its bargaining power 
internationally by alliances with 
and aid to anti-imperialist 
forces. From the standpoint of 
the socialist revolution and the 
fight for workers power, the 
Stalinist bureaucracy in Russia 


-will always prove treacherous to 


such alliances - as will their 
Cuban Stalinist cats paw - aS was 
shown by their suppression of the 
Angolan workers. Inevitably it 
stands for the destruction of the 
independent organisations of the 
working class and oppressed and 
the subordination of all struggles 
for independence to the need of 
the Russian bureaucracy. But for 
the Imperialists the possibility 
of such alliances by the Russian 
bureaucracy in pursuit of its own 
interests poses an obstacle to the 
fulfillment of imperialist plans. 


The failure of Carter's 
"rescue" mission for the hostages 
though a setback for 
imperialism, will only put more 
wind in the sails of the hawks. 
urging him to teach the Iranians a 
savage lesson. It poses- the 
Carter Administration with. the 
choice of intervening with its 
crack corps in Iran on the pretext 


.of freeing the hostages,or losing. 
the election to the Republican 


candidate on the basis of the 
latter's promise to teach the 
Moslems and Russians a lesson. 
The Persian Gulf is of such 
strategic importance to US and 
world imperialism as to pose the 
issue of a full-scale invasion and 
seizure of the oil wells by the US 
military if such is necessary to 
demonstrate that the US is still 
the trustworthy policeman of world 
capitalism. The dispersion of the 
Teheran hostages in Iran makes 
such a move more rather than less 
likely. The US ruling class 
cannot allow its diplomatic staff 
and spies to be treated as 
anti-imperialist forces dictate, 
and still retain its credibility 
as the world gendarme. Neither 
can it condone the sending back of 
the criminal Shah for trial or the 
trial of the hostages by Islamic 
tribunals followed by the 
execution of some or all of them 
as spies and yet maintain its 
credibility. 


AU 


sd AL bbe ] 


The issues posed for 
revolutionary communists 


Revolutionary communists cannot 


ignore the issues posed by the 
Soviet invasion of Afghanistan, 
which is essentially what the 
Socialist Workers Movement does in 
an article by Eamonn McCann in THE 


WORKER. His dismissal of poor 
little Afghanistan as merely 
ete case of the "general 
rights" of national self 


determination being trampled is a 


thoroughly bourgeois formulation. — 


Such "general rights" are for 
Marxists always subordinate to the 
strategic needs of the working 


class internationally in its fight 


for workers power against 
imperialism. This recourse to 


"national rights” is in any case’ 


not seriously pursued aS an 
analysis by the SWM, for it is 
merely an escape hatch from a 
situation which its economistic 
perspectives 
Because there isn't a_- strong 
working class in the lead of the 
Afghan revolution none of the 
questions raised by it’ are 
relevant for the SWM. . 


In-the “are of crisis”, the 
USSR and the US have conflicting 
strategic interests, the former 
aggressive containment and the 
latter defensive buffer. National 
liberation and anti-imperialist 
struggles are breaking out against 
the will and design of the Kremlin 
and its local agents. The 
rivalries between the assorted 
regimes can and are leading to 
war, war that cannot but involve 
the USSR and USA. The 
manoeuvrings of the US fleet, the 
threats over Iran and Afghanistan 
herald a period of acute tensions 
and crises. The energy problems 
of the major capitalist powers as 
well as the worldwide crisis of 
capitalism driven to ever more 
desperate expedients by its own 
economic and social contradictions 
underscores the epoch of 
Imperialism as one of Wars and 
Revolutions. 


Str. of Hormuz 


Se 





The United Secretariat of the 
Fourth International (USFI) which 
holds the allegiance a majority in 
Peoples Democracy in Ireland takes 
a position of almost’ totally 
unqualified support for the action 
of the Soviet Union. This is 
consistent with their ~centrism in 
general which is rooted in 
fundamental theoretical accomoda- 
tions to Stalinism ever since 
Tito's Yugoslav revolution. 


The other major faction of the 
Fourth International, the OCRFI, 
and its Irish section LWR, offer 


cannot comprehend. 


an analysis which answers none of 
the questions that are crucial now 
in offering an internationalist 


perspective to the working class. 


Knewing formally that the action 
of the Soviet Union must’ be 
condemned, and incapable of 
analysing the situation from the 
point of view of revolutionary 
internationalism, the confusion 
that lies at the heart of their 
method leaves them now taking an 


abstentionist position. | 








WHAT WE FIGHT FOR 


The IWG condemns the Soviet 
invasion of Afghanistan on the 
following basis. 


l. The action of the Soviet union 


strengthens the support for the 
landowner—Mullah led guerilla 
movement in Afghanistan which is 
fundamentally opposed to the 
progressive reforms of the 1978 


revolution. It intensifies the 
hold of imperialist propaganda’ 
over the minds of millions of. 
Moslem labouring people in South 


West and Central Asia and among 
workers throughout the world; and 
particularly in the patchwork of 
oppressed nationalities a: 
Asia it associates the name of 
Socialism with national 
oppression. 


2. It threatens any independent 
organisation of the working class 
with full-scale 


repression in Afghanistan. It 
exposes any genuinely 
revolutionary elements to, 
murderous police and _ military 


repression as well as making the 
creation of soviets or freely 
elected trade union leaderships 
much more difficult. 


36 It violates the Afghan 
peoples' right to self 
determination and formally 


violates the PDPA Government, 
Supplanting the PDPA Khalq 
majority with a Russian backed 
minority Parcham faction. re) in 
fact weakened indigenous 
Progressive forces socially even 
if it temporarily strengthens 
their combined fire power against 
reactionary rebels. 


Nevertheless, once the 
interven- tion of the Soviet Armed 
Forces had occurred, revolutionary 
communists have to adopt tactics 
relating to the existing 
situation, however undesireable or 
disadvantageous it may be. This 
is an elementary duty = for 
proletarian internationalists in 
addressing themselves to workers 


throughout the world, both. on 


questions of method and strategy 
for international workers power 
and in concrete interventions in 
solidarity internationally against 
Imperialism, questions directly 
posed by the new Cold War 
instigated by the US. 


In the civil war with the 
reactionary rebels we are for the 


defeat of the Afghan 
counter-revolution. We view the 
"Islamic resistance" as a 


reactionary popular movement ( a 
vendee). A united front with the 
PDPA and the Soviet Armed Forces 
for the purpose of defeating the 
counter revolution and defending 
the land reforms, women's 
emancipation reforms etc. remains 
necessary and crucial; just as 


any united from with the black 
reaction led Islamic Resistance is 
absolutely impermissible. Such a 
front is of course tactical, that: 


organisation of the 


Stalinist 


is, of limited duration and for’ 
limited action goals. And this 
means no united front with the 
Soviet Armed Forces when and if 


they are attacking the democratic 
rights and 


organisation of workerS or 
peasants. In the event of acts of 
national oppression occurring 


against peoples not in reactionary 


opposition to Kabul and Moscow, 


such as the Baluchi nation, we 


support self defence against the 


Soviet Armed Forces - including 
armed self-defence, but no 
alliance with the Islamic 
Resistance, 


The strategic aim of all 
revolutionaries must be the self 
Afghan 
proletariat and peasant feudal 
elements to organise their own, 
state power independent of the 


‘Stalininsts and the imperialists. 


An independent force must be 
welded out of the tiny Afghan 
proletariat and the scattered 
peasants, a force which must 
jealously guard at every step the 
independence of its organisations 
from Karmal and the Soviet Armed 
forces in order to fight for the 
revolutionary overthrow of the 
Karmal regime and the Soviet 
occupying forces and the defeat of 
the Islamic Resistance. Should 
workers and peasants rise against 
the Soviet Armed Forces’. on 
progressive demands we support 
them and stress the key importance 
of their winning sections of the 
Soviet forces' rank and file to 
their side and to set up soldiers' 
soviets in mutiny against their 
officers. We warn of the overall 
counter— revolutionary role of 


both the Soviet Armed Forces and 


the PDPA. 


At the present time, however a 
withdrawal of Soviet troops would 
almost certainly open the way for 


an imperialist backed regime in 


Afganistan. So demoralised and 
disoriented are the Afghan masses, 
so small -and scattered are the 
progresive forces, as a direct 
result of Afghan and Soviet 
Stalinism, that there could be no 
other outcome at present. For 
this reason we consider it 
tactically wrong for. 
revolutionaries Wi or 
anti-igperialist forces to demand 
the immediate withdrawal of Soviet 
troops from Afghanistan. 


strategically we are for this 


demand, but its tactical 
application depends on the 
readiness of the revolutionary 


proletariat and their anti-feudal 
allies to implement it. As and 
when the forces exist in 
Afghanistan which can mobilise the 
masses for the major democratic 
and Socialist goals, and hold the 
pro-imperialist forces at bay, 
then socialists should call for 
the withdrawal of Soviet troops. 


independent 


‘Workers Government! 
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We believe the programme of 
Trotskyists for the Afghan 
proletariat and peasantry must be 
one to prepare their readiness for 
that independent leading role. 


DOWN WITH THE REACTIONRY ISLAMIC 
OPPOSITION AND ITS IMPERIALIST 


FOR AN INDEPENDENT WORKERS STATE 
BASED ON AFGHAN SOVIETS, FOR FULL 


RIGHTS OF SELF-DETERMINATION FOR 


OPPRESSED NATIONALITIES UP TO AND 
INCLUDING SEPARATION 


FOR A SOUTH-WEST ASIAN FEDERATION 
OF WORKERS STATES 


FOR ACTION BY THE WORKING CLASS IN 
IRELAND AND INTERNATIONALLY TO 
ENFORCE “IMPERIALIST HANDS OFF 


DOWN WITH COLD WAR HYSTERIA, 
UNCONDITIONAL DEFENCE OF THE USSR 
AGAINST IMPERIALIST ATTACKS. 


DOWN WITH THE AFGHAN AND RUSSIAN 
STALINIST PARASITES. FOR A 
POLITICAL REVOLUTION IN THE USSR. 


EE 
debate 
May 17th saw a debate on 

Nicaragua and the Central American 
Revolution held under the auspices 
of the Trinity College Socialist 
Society. Participating were the 
Irish Workers Group, League for a 
Workers Republic and Peoples 
Democracy aS well as a speaker 
from Sinn Fein. 


The PD speaker compared the 
Situation in Nicaragua with the 
revolutionary situation after 
October in Russia in 1917 when 
asserting that there was no need 
for free elections in Nicaragua 
for a constituent assembly and a 
When asked 


repeatedly to explain why, all he 
could repeat was "it's obvious". 


In the last analysis, there was 
no essential difference in how PD 
understood the Sandinistas and in 
how the Provisional speaker saw 
the Sandinistas - the latter being 
somewhat more to the point in 
comparing them openly with his own 
(petty bourgeois’ revolutionary 
nationalist) movement in Ireland. 


PD, in response to the point 
that the FSLN was compromised with 
the native bourgeoisie, claimed 
that the developing process had 
actually led now to the last 
bourgeois ministers being forced 
out of the Junta. How will they 
now explain that the Sandinistas 
‘have gone out of their way to 
bring into the Junta two new 
senior figures of the Nicaraguan 
bourgeoisie, the almost 
immediate effect =- a change in 
the USA's policy of witholding 
aid? : 

See articles in Page 24 and 25 


STUDENTS 


The attempt by Trinity College 
Dublin to punish 17 leaders of the 
Students Union for the tactics 
adopted in its mass boycott of 
catering services was much more 
than a "disciplinary" issue. The 
Provost of the College himself 
admitted that what was at stake was 
the claim of the Students Union to 


act autonomously within the 
College. But underlying’ this 
-conflict, over the right of the 


ujustify 


‘* 
C- 


we 


Union to act independently, was the 
resistance posed by students’ 
direct action to the attempts of 
the capitalist State and its agents 
in Trinity College to contain and 
cut back social spending on higher 
education even to the point of 
feeding students low grade food at 
high prices. 


Despite the fact that the Union 
and the College had come to an 
agreement on the catering question 
- one which won no real gains but 
despite ending the boycott - the 
College Board subsequently selected 
the 17 for "trial" by a kangaroo 
court. The "trial" by the Board 
included all the formality of legal 
representatives for the 
"defendants" but was held in secret 
and the Board was both prosecutor 


and jury. 


At a crucial juncture in the 
confrontation, 6 of the 17 broke 
ranks and decided to participate in 
the "trial" and to offer a defence. 
The majority of the accused student 
leaders, however, read a statement 
to the "court" and walked out, 
refusing to concede it any right to 
victimise them for actions taken by 
the Union. A mass lobby of 
students forced the "trial" to 
abandon some of its hearings by 
noisily disrupting it from outside. 


Despite the clear issues of 
principle involved, and whatever 
the immediate difficulties of 
rousing mass action to defeat the 
victimisation, a comrade of the 
League for a Workers Republic 
(OCRFI section), a member of the 
Students Union. Executive, broke 
ranks and, with the LWR's backing, 
participated in the "trial". This 
cowardly opportunism attempted to 
itself by the claim that 
‘there was nothing to be fought for 
and that each individual should use 
every legal device to get 
acquitted. The stand was typical 
of the method of the LWR in as much 
as it waits on the action of the 
masses before it offers them the 
pearls of its programme as so many 
signposts. As it seemed unlikely 
that students would mobilise at 
exam time, no justification was 
found to stand on principles and 
the situation was revised in such a 
way that it no longer appeared to 
raise any question of principle at 
all for the Students Union. 





WA Lniersity of Dubin. 


Trinity (oliege 


Eight of those not recognising 
the court were sentenced to be 
removed from their lodgings at two 
hours' notice, denied the use of 
library or other facilities, and 
denied any physical access to the 
campus for a year, this to be 
enforced by a court injunction and 
threat of police action. Despite 
the pressures of the exam period, 
hundreds of students backed the 
victimised leaders and rallied in 
demonstrations and meetings at the 
gates of the College on days. The 
Trade Union council in the College 
attacked the Board's action both 
for the methods of the "trial" and 
on the grounds that victimisation 
of . elected representatives 
subsequent to the resolution of a 
dispyte was unacceptable to the 
Trade Unions. 


Very shortly before the Board 
surrendered to the pressure and 
public criticism, and at a moment 
when the suspended students had 
resolved to defy the Board by 
breaking the injunction and risking 
gaol, the LWR distributed a leaflet 
which stated: 

"The suspension of the eight 
students in Trinity College is 
the most important event in 
the Irish student movement in 
over a decade, and marks a new 
stage in its development". 





On the basis of the  LWR's 
opportunist behaviour, how can any 
Student "rely" on "political 
militants" (in LWR's words)! The 
disgraceful action of the LWR, as 
exposed by the (somewhat 
exaggerated) about turn in their 
own leaflet, demands an open 
accounting and explanation to 
students, socialists and to their 
own members. The evidence is 
clear- that this was no isolated 
error by the LWR but is a_ product 
of the opportunist method that 
they share with the OCRFI current 
internationally. Their use of the 
threat of Court action against the 
bureaucracy in the Teachers’ Union 
of Ireland was only one other 
example - one for which we 
demanded an accounting by them in 
the last issue of CLASS STRUGGLE - 
but in vain. 


usi & Sfwp 


In the course of the fight the 
petty bureaucrats in the Union of 
Students in Ireland whose record 
of trampling on democracy is 
second only to their cowardly 
inaction on the major threats 
facing students, did nothing to 
mobilise nationally, although 
several college student unions 
sent contingents to join the 
demonstrations at Trinity, 
including students from the North. 








It is therefore doubly 
disgusting to find "Sinn Fein the 


[so-called] Workers Party" which 
backs the USI bureaucrats, 
indulging in what can only be 
called personalised and snide 


abuse (in "Workers Life") directed 
at TCD Student Union president Joe 
Duffy who, whatever his tactical | 


weaknesses, stood his ground even 
if under pressure at the head of a 
fignc.| if. TCD, . which’. won an 
important victory for all 
students. 


Was it not a supporter - member 


of SFWP, a trade union full-timer | 


Kieran Mulvey acting as mediatior 
between Trinity and Duffy who 
refused to allow Duffy to raise 
the issue of sacked catering 


worker Mark Wade in talks on the | 


showdown with the College - on the 
grounds that Mulvey would thereby 


infringe the territorial claims of ] 
in the FWUI! 


other bureaucrats 
And while SFWP is leading the 
campaign of slander against anyone 
who dares to criticise the trade 


union bureaucracy, how will they | 
bureaucrats | 
undermining Mark Wade's case by 


justify FWUI 
private talks with Trinity about 
him without him being consulted or 
present. 


The mobilisation of students 
on the major political issues 
posed by the deepening crisis, and 


in particular against repression, | 


for a free comprehensive and 


adequate grants system for all, 
against spending cuts, for the | 


emancipation of women, must be 


fought for through the building of | 
action groups of students ona 
Such an action | 


clear programme. 


programme must take up the 


immediate and partial demands of. 


students. It must mobilise to 


smash the petty bureaucrats of the | 


Irish student movement by driving 
them out under pressure of the 


demand for fighting democracy in 


the Union of Students in Ireland 
and at College level. Tt must 
raise the struggle to the level of 
addressing the objective needs of 





students aS a potential ally of 


the working class. 


NICARAGUA-FROM P.28 


When the Pablo-Mandel theories 
about the expansion of Stalinism 


after the war led to the 'tactic' 
of "“entryism sui generis" (of a 
special kind), the French 
Internationalist Communist Party 
saw this correctly, if 
empirically, as liquidating 
Trotskyism. This organisation, 


the PCI, was the predecessor of the 
OCI which dominates the present 
day OCRFI. It was expelled in 
June 1952 from the International 


for refusing to implement the 
‘tactic’. The Socialist Workers 
Party in the USA, and Healy's 


group in Britain, only fought when 
the Pablo-Mandel leadership began 
to interfere in their internal 


‘in its early years. 


affairs. They broke on 
organisational issues and formed 
the International Committee of the 
FI in 1954, together with the PCI 
led by Lambert in France. None of 
the sections supporting the IC put 
forward a theoretical analysis of 
the post-war expansion asS_— an 
alternative to that of Pablo and 
Mandel, refusing to go to the 
roots in method and theory that 
led to the disastrous tactic. The 
American SWP's position shows this 
clearly - it was the main force 
behind the International Committee 
Here is Les 
Evan's Comment on the _ split of 
1951-53, from Towards a History of 
the Fourth International, 
"That was not the level on 
which disagreements developed 
with Pablo. We never said 
that this was a theoretical 
revision of Trotskyism, or 
that his projection was 
totally impossible. What we 
argued was that this schema 
was not the most likely one. 
Nor was it the one on which 
the International should stake 
its whole political 
future...The key issue on 
which the split was to occur 
was the movement's practical 
orientation towards the 
Stalinist and Social 
Democratic parties". 
Part I, po ll, 13; 








SWP 1973. 


A letter from James Cannon (SWP 
leader) to the French PCI (May 29, 
1952) makes it clear that the SwWP 


agrees with the Pablo Mandel 
perspective and its theoretical 
roots, 

"Ly oak coe nara, World 


Congress (1951) made a correct 
analysis of the new post-war 
reality in the world and the 
unforeseen turns this reality 
has taken. Proceeding from 
this analysis the congress 
drew correct conclusions for 
the orientation of the 
national Trotskyist parties 
towards the living movement as 
it has evolved since the 
war...We judge the policy of 
the International leadership 
by the line it elaborates in 
official documents - in the 
recent period by the documents 
of the third world congress 
and Tenth Plenum. We do not 
seg, any revisionism there. 
All we see is an elucidation 
of the post war evolution of 
Stalinism and an outline of 
new tactics to fight it more 
effectively. We consider 
these documents to be 
completely Trotskyist." il 
- Part 3, Vol I, International 
Committee Documents, 51/54, 
SWP 1974. 


The leaders of the French PCI 
undoubtedly felt the 


liquidationist consequences of the 


Pablo—Mandel perspectives more. 
Tragically they failed to confront 
the task of tracing them back to 
their theoretical roots. Given 
this failure -— at the core of the 
impotence of the OCRFI to this day 


‘—- and 


theory 


-in the 


especially given the 
consequent absence of a sitive 
based on_ the oe 
Trotsky's "In Defence of Marxism", 
the PCI leaders around Lambert 
were forced back to make a_ fetish 
of the Transitional Programme. 
The political impasse of the PCI 
within the International Committee 
is shown clearly in Lambert's 
failure to attack the above 
positions of Cannon and Evans etc. 
context of the SWP's 
joining the ICc. Because the 
American SI’P was willing to join 
them initially on this dogmatic 
basis the International Committee 
emerged in "54 as the 


organisational expression, in a 
rotten bloc, of a very 
inadequately developed split, 
although in its initial reactions 
to liquidationism it was 
embryonically positive and 
important. 


All theoretical weaknesses come 
home to roost, sooner rather than 
later. It was the Cuban 
revolution that showed up the 
inadequacy of the International 
Committee's position, to the 
effect that nothing had happened 


in the world since 1938 and 
therefore the 1938 Programme was 
still fully adequate. This 
understandably affected the SwP 
most, with the result that it- 
forced the SWP to seek 
reunification with the 


International Secretariat in 1963. 
The Socialist Labour League (SLL, 
Britain) and the French OCI (PCI), 
the two other important 
organisations in the IC, refused 
to accept the '63 reunification. 
Both, again, in a formally correct 
manner, emphasised the need for an 
adequate analysis of the 51/53 


split before any real 
re-unification could OcCUr. 
However, with the partial 


exception of Wohlforth who was 
given no recognition and had no 
real effect within the IC, neither 
the SLL (Britain) nor the 
OCI (France) confronted the 
theoretical tasks involved in 
forging a real alternative to the 
revisionism of the International 
Secretariat and its successor, the 
USFI. 


Such theoretical investigation 
would necessarily shake the basic 
fetishistic premise at the core of 
the OCRFI which holds the 1938 
Programme as still fully adequate, 
but it is a task made all the more 
impossible within the OCRFI by the 
organisational deformities of that 
bloc which are a mockery of the 


principles of democratic 
centralism. Such investigations 
remain a key part oof _ the 


theoretical struggle, however, in 
the fight to regroup the best 
elements of - the Trotskyist 
"movement" so-called for the 
building of a new International, a 
battle to which the Irish Workers 
Group is actively Committed. 
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back Army 


On Friday 11th April, 1200 NUPE 
ancillary workers at the Royal Vic- 
toria Hospital in Belfast struck 
against the increased presence of 
armed troops in the hospital, and 
the mounting harassment of the pre- 
dominantly Catholic workforce by 
the British Army. 

The Army claim to maintain a pre- 
sence in the hospital in order to 
guard injured or wounded Army or - 


. RUC personnel from possible attack. 


In fact the hospital - a vast complex 
of buildings which straddles the anti- 


unionist ghetto of West Belfast - has ~ 


become a base for the su rveillance 


of the Catholic population. 


Hospital workers have discovered 
soldiers using rooms and offices as 
vantage points from which to observe 
the surrounding republican anti- 
imperialist bases in the anti-unionist 
ghettos. They know that plain clo- 
thes military intelligence officers are 
active in the hospital, and are firmly 
convinced that their own personnel 
files and those of the patients are 
freely available to the Army. 

At present, seven whole wards in 
the hospital - including a section of 
the Outpatients - are completely con- 
trolled by the Army. Other wards 
and corridors are patrolled by armed 
soldiers who regularly question and 
search visitors to the hospital. 

The NUPE branch in the hospital 
has a record of resisting the Army’s 


‘presence. They successfully foiled 


one attempt of the Army to build an 


observation post at the entrance of 


the Outpatients department. In Nov- 
ember last year, against the objec- 
tions of NUPE and the Broadway 
Tenants Association, the Army went 
ahead and built an observation post 
on top of the Broadway tower block 
on the perimeter of the hospital. 

Not content with this degree of 
“security’’ and surveillance, the 
Army went ahead earlier this year to 
begin to install closed circuit TV in 
key parts of the hospital. In this they 
were backed by the rantings of Loy- 


alist politicians such as Paisley, who 


claimed that the Royal workers 


.were plotting to turn the hospital 


into a Republican fortress. 

The ancillary workers who make 
up the NUPE branch have borne the 
brunt of endless Army harassment, 
intimidation and th uggery. On one 
occaision a NUPE shop steward was 
thrown against a corridor wall by 


soldiers, who threatened and abused 
him, whilst pushing a high velocity 


SLR rifle, loaded and cocked, 
against his head. |n another recent 
incident, several shots were fired in 
an Intensive Care Unit, the incident 
being glossed over as just another 
“accident”. 

This regime of violence and terror, 
directed almost wholly against the 
ancillary workers, is part of contin- 
uous round of harassment and intim- 
idation. Soldiers seem to take del- 
ight in tripping up porters on their 
way around the hospital with trollies 
and supplies, and there are repeated, 
unnecessary identity checks -often 
on porters with urgent medical supp- 
lies. 

This running battle between the 
troops and ancillary workers came 
to a head on Easter Monday, when 
soldiers taking food on a trolley to 
their base in the Out Patients Centre 
charged down the corridor with the 
trolley, apparently intending to ram 
into two patients, who were being 
moved by a couple of porters. As 
the troops pulled up just short of 
the patients, a sub-machine gun topp- 
led off the trolley. It fell to the floor, 
and discharged. Luckily only one 
round was released, and this was em- ) 
bedded in the corridor wall, a short 
distance from the 4 men. Had the 
gun accidentally discharged a burst, 
the porters or patients would almost 
certainly have been wounded or even 
killed. Press and media reports in the 
North, at the behest of the Army 
and in agreement with — the hespital 
management, Covered up the 
incident as an “accidental discharge’’, 


giving no details of the incident. 


The porters, in consultation with 
their shop stewards, immediately 
blacked the area, maintaining only 
emergency cover. 

At a mass meeting on Friday April 
11th a resolution calling for the com- 
plete civilianisation of the hospital 
and the withdrawal of all troops was 
passed unanimously. The decision to 
strike was taken after the meeting 
heard that management had suspended 
39 women domestics and 20 porters 
who were blacking the Out-Patient 
Centre. 

Hospital management and the 
Area Health Board have consistently 
backed the Army in its conflicts with 
NUPE members. So too have the 
NUPE officials, at local and national 
level, fought to prevent the ancillary 
workers challenging the British Army’s 
presence in the hospital. 











Branch 
disempowered 


Up until Novermber 1979 the 
NUPE branch had negotiated security 
matters directly with management, 
through a Security Committee of 
shop stewards and their secretary. 

As the British Army intensified its 
presence in the hospital, so it increa- 
singly refused to treat with the trou- 
blesome NUPE branch. Instead they 
began to make approaches directly to 
top officials of the Area Health Boarc 
and NUPE Area full-timer Coulthard. 

The Army simply made decisions, 
relayed them to the Union officials 
or the Area Board, who, being fully 
behind the Army’s role in the North, 
and therefore accepting the necessity 
of its activity in the Royal Victoria, 
readily agreed and instructed hosp- 
ital management to that effect. 

As the NUPE branch resisted the 
Army's plans, so Coulthard, with the 
full agreement of Alan Fisher in Lon- 
don, simply took over the role of the 
branch's Security Committee, leaving 
the workers powerless to negotiate. 

Last November Coulthard chose 
the occasion of a joint meeting of 
NUPE (ie himself!), the hospital 
management and Humphrey Atkins 
(Tory Minister of State for Northern 
lreland) to disempower the branch 
by refusing them admission to the 
meeting. In response the branch 
passed a motion of ‘No Confidence’ 
in Coulthard, and repudiated his 
claim to represent the ancillary work- 
ers in any way. 


Coulthard goes on 
the offensive 


As the recent dispute flared up, so 
the NUPE officials did everything in 
their power to keep negotiations 
with the employers in their own 
hands, and to undermine the f ighting 
strength of the NUPE workers. Cou!- 
thard went into negotiations with the 
employers two days after the Easter 
Monday machine gun incident at the 
hospital. He came out claiming to 


‘have “pressed” for “the ultimate 


demilitarisation of the RVH site, 

and what we'd term as a low military 
profile’, whilst admitting that “there 
was value in the meeting in that it 
helped to plan and set out the areas 
of disagreement”. He lashed aut at 
the local union branch leadership, 
claiming that restored powers over 
security negotiations could only be 
achieved “if the local secretary 
(Brian Sullivan) accepts the union 
structure”...in other words, if the 
branch toed the line of the NUPE 
officials. 
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Coulthard set out to isolate Sull- 
ivan, the branch secretary, and to 
portray the fight as being one bet: 
ween “the official Trade Union str- 
uctures” and a recalcitrant and am- 
bitious branch secretary who was 
leading the workers by the nose in 
a personal fight with his ‘legitimate’ 
union boss. 

Once the mass meeting voted for 
strike action, Coulthard moved into 
top gear as Sullivan, expressing the 
unanimous view of his branch, ann- 
ounced: “As a servant of my branch 
| cannot sit down and talk to Mr. 
Coulthard.” Blaming the media for 
giving “credibility to the unofficial 
leadership”, Coulthard maintained 
that without press coverage “the 
industrial action would have fizzled 
out because of sheer lack of support” 
and uttered not one word about the 
events that had sparked off the strike. 

Over the weekend, an emer- 
gency meeting of the NUPE Nat- 
ional Executive Committee was held 
in London. Speaking for the Exec- 
utive, Alan Fisher deplored the stri- 
Kers “‘decision not to provide emer- 
gency cover when taking industrial 
action”. This was a slander on the 
branch, for far from refusing to pro- 
vide emergency cover, the branch 
had been prevented from doing so 
in the first place by the hospital man- 
agement, who had suspended the 20 
Norters - including those providing 
emergency cover. Fisher went on to 
say that his Executive refused to 
make the strike official “because of 
the refusal of the Branch to accept 
the presence of the Northern Ireland 
Officer of the union in any joint neg- 
otiations about security arrangements 
in the hospital”’. 

Under a hail of blows from press, 
media , loyalist and nationalist pol- 
iticians, the NUPE bureaucracy and 
the Irish Congress of Trade Unions 

the strike leadership vacillated 
and eventually caved in. The workers 
returned to work on Wednesday 16th 
after a mass meeting, where Sullivan 
and his shop stewards presented a 
meaningless “‘compromise’’ to save 
face. They called on the Northern 
lreland Committee (NIC) of the 
ICTU, through its secretary, Terry 
Carlin, to conduct an “independent 
enquiry” into events at the Royal, 
and Coulthard’s consistent betrayal 
of the branch. Carlin responded 
typically by saying that discussions 
between management and the NIC 
are continuing, and will continue as 
before!!! 

Such a response is not suprising, 
given the background of Carlin. 

The NIC, of which he is secretary, 

is the bureaucrats’ formula for main- 
taining a purely formal “unity”’ of 
the !rish Trade Union movement, 
nerth and south, while bowing down 
to the imperialist partition of the 


country and surrendering to lovalism. 


As top official of the NIC, Carlin 
has a record second to none in aca- 
ulescence to the British Army, the 
RUC and loyalism. 

On May Day 1978 he refused to 
allow the Trade Union Campaign 
Against Repression (TUCAR) to 
march on the parade, calling on the 
police to seize the banner and arrest 
TUCAR members if they attempted 
to march. He has flown in the face of 
demands from the NIC and ICTU it- 
self that he quit his post on the Nor- 
thern Ireland Police Authority, which 
has whitewashed allegations of tor- 
ture and brutality upon Republicans 
and political activists in police stat- 
ions throughout Northern Ireland, 
and in particular in the notorious 
“holding centre” at Castlereagh, 
where a young trades unionist, Brian 
McGuire of the AUEW/TASS died 
by hanging in a bare cell while under 
‘interrogation’. In the same week 
the body of a teenager - last seen in 
Castlereagh three weeks before - 
was found in the River Lagan. 

In a recent mass march against 
Tory cuts, which was orchestrated 
and rigidly controlled by the NIC, 
Carlin as its chief officer denied the 
mainly Catholic workers of West Bel- 
fast - including the RVH workers - 

a right to march through the area of 
West Belfast , to join up with the 
main march in the city centre. He in- 
structed them to form up in either 
Donegall Rd or the Shankill Rd - 
both fiercely Loyalist areas! 


A bureaucrat steeped in collapor- 
ation with the Army and the RUC, 
and so much compromised with Loy- 
alism, Carlin could hardly be expectec 
to respond sympathetically to a strike 
calling for the removal of the British 
Army from the RVH. Asa Trade 
Union bureaucrat he was bound to 
defend Coulthard, his fellow bureau- 
crat, in a struggle with the NUPE wor. 
kers. 


The strike was stabbed in the 
back by union leaders who are as 
wedded to maintaining the northern 
sectarian stdf@ as they are to bargain- 
ing with the bosses within that state. 
They accused the strikers of polit-. 
ical motives. 

The strike committee replied by 
insisting that their strike was not 


_ political, that it was an ordinary dis- 


pute. That was a recipe for isolation 
and defeat. By securing the indust- 


rial backing of the anti-unionist wor- _ 


kers as part of a fight against Army 
brutality and the British occupa- 
tion, the workers of RVH could 
have foiled NUPE’s attempts to iso- 
late them. They would also have 
blazed a trail for all anti-imperialist 
workers to follow. 


beans ne - : 
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NUPE’s Coulthard 


The failure of any organisation 


to attempt a mobilisation of 
workerS and communities in 
Solidarity with the Hospital 


Strikers meant that again nothing 
was built that could lay a basis 
for bringing workers direct action 
to the centre of the 
anti-imperialist resistance. 


The physical-force Republican 
movement =) @INEE AED aes | remere 
followers in the Peoples Democracy 
- refuse to fight for workers 


industrial action against 
repression and the Army - for 


Political Status. The calls for 


Trade Union Inquiries and for 
resolutions from trade union 
bodies, while we fully support 


them, do not provide the essence 
of an alternative strategy that 
can build successful mass - and 
armed - resistance to repression 
and the British Army. Until 
Merrigan, McConnell, Mullen, Flynn 
and all the other union leaders 
backing trade union propaganda for 
Political Status and against 
Repression, are forced to call for 
workers industrial action as _ the 
key weapon, their sponsorship of 
So-called trade union groups for 
Political Status ~ groups 
dominated by the thoroughly 
undemocratic and humanitarian 
smash H-Block Committee — does not 
even begin to provide a way 


forward. 
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1"If you remove the English 
flag to-morrow and hoist the 
Green flag over Dublin Castle, 
funless you set about the 
|organisation of the Socialist 
|Republic your efforts would be | 
-in vain. England would still 
rule you through her 
| capitalists, through her 

f landlords, through the whole | 
}array of the commercial | 
institutions she planted in 
the country...England would | 
! still rule you to your ruin." 

—- James Connolly on_ the 
| "physical force" tradition. 











Connolly's clear indictment of 
any movement claiming to fight 
imperialism in Ireland yet 
ignoring its economic and social 
reality - its class_ reality, 
capitalism, has been amply 
vindicated by the record of the 
physical force tradition in the 
sixty or so years since his death. 
Having split over the issue of 
Partition, in 1921-22, the 
die-hard Republicans not only lost 
the Civil War but were 
consistently out-manoeuvred by the 
bogus republicanism of De Valera 
precisely because they resisted 
any attempt to understand - the 
imperialised reality of 
post-Partition Ireland in class 
terms. The abortive 1956 - 62 
Border Campaign only served to 
illustrate how little the physical 
force movement had learnt from its 
defeat in the Civil War and 
afterwards. 





The contemporary expression of 
the physical force tradition — the 
Provisionals -— emerged from the 
disastrous failure in 1969 of the 
Stalinised republican movement to 
face up to the strategic logic of 
the irreformable nature of the 
Northern State. In a period of 
already mobilised thousands 
confronting the State authorities, 
the physical force Provisionals 
through a judicious combination of 
armed struggle and bombings 
spearheaded the National Struggle 
to its supreme achievement in the 
modern period - the bringing down 
of the Six County = Stormont 
parliament and the cracking of the 
Orange monolith. | 


For nearly ten years’ the 
Provisionals have continued 
bravely to wage the military 
Struggle to remove the British 

Army and smash the Northern State 
- to achieve its goal of a united 
Irish Republic. But it is another 
mark of the whole tradition's 
major political limitations that 
the struggle which at one time had 
the active support and involvement 
of thousands of anti-Unionist 


workers and the moral support of 
thousands more in the South and-in 


largely around the 


england has declined to the 
present situation where a 
beleaguered and demoralised 
minority look on grimly and 


passively at a war in which the 
Provisionals' physical force 
strategy has clearly become more 
and more counter-productive to its 
overall goal. No matter how much 
we must acknowledge the 
magnificent achievment of 
destroying Stormont, the heroic 
sacrifices and matchless audaciity 
of the movement, it has to be 
Stated openly and frankly by 
revolutionary Trotskyists, just as 
the Provisionals themselves 
correctly stated their own 
movement's failures in 1969, that 
the responsibility for the present 
cul de sac lies almost completely 
with the politics and methods of 
‘physical force’. 


POLITICAL STATUS EXAMPLE 


No clearer example of this 
needs to be mentioned than the 
fact that after nearly four years 
of failing to build a “mass 
movement of support for’ the 


H-Block prisoners among 
anti-Unionist workers in the North 
on a clear and principled 


political basis, the Provisionals 
have been forced to dilute the 
campaign to a humanitarian and 
moral platform which provides the 
liberal basis for undermining even 
further the whole political 
essence of the war the young men 
and women have been gaoled for 
fighting. Not only do priests, 
who regularly on other platforms 
condemn the IRA as murderers, find 
a place on this platform, but in 
the South, hypocritical Fianna 
Fail politicians whose Party and 
State tortures, gaols and has 
murdered Republicans, are willing 
to shed a few crocodile tears and 
empty words about '‘'H' Block, in 





order to give the Green Card of 


Charles Haughey an extra lick of 
polish. 


It is in the context of these 
fallures that the recent reported 
"Left turn’ of the Republican 
movement must be understood in 
order to evaluate both the precise 
nature of the differing political 
tendencies within the movement, 
and the possibility of 
transforming the physical force 


nationalist movement into a 
genuine revolutionary 
internationalist armed workers‘ 


Party capable of leading the fight 


‘for a 32 County Irish Workers 


state. 
PROVISIONALS' CONFERENCE 


From many of the decisions 
taken at their recent Ard Fheis 
there is no doubt that an 
organised Left of some kind exists 
inside the movement, centred 
Belfast 


Republicans Moving Left - 


members. Most of the major 
radical proposals came from these 
delegates - also the most 
controversial statements on women 
and on the inability of § the 
military campaign to defeat the 
British Army. Likewise, the 
success of two Belfast radicals, 
Hartley and Morrison in being 
elected to join fellow Belfast man 
Gerry Adams on the Ard Comhairle, 
supreme council, confirms the 
discernible trend in the pages of 
An Phoblact/Republ ican News 
[AP/RN] towards openly working 
class economic struggles. 


However, what also becomes 
clear from the resolutions passed 
is that the Left have some 
considerable way to go before they 
establish themselves either as a 
serious challenge to the ‘old 
Guard" nationalism which remains 
Strong within the movement or as a 
coherent political grouping within 
the Sinn Fein party. 


For example, from the debate 
and decisions on the question of 
Provisional Sinn Fein's programme, 
Eire Nua [a New Ireland —- 1972], 
there is not much to show that the 
Left accept the key principle of 
revolutionary Marxism ~ 
internationalism — as the starting 
point for formulating a programme 


-and building a genuine workers 


party to simultaneously overthrow 
capitalism and imperialism in 
Ireland. Such a principle flows 
not from the abstract (and good) 
idea of the moral solidarity of 
exploited and oppressed 
everywhere, but from the concrete 
and material nature of the global 
capitalist system through which 
oppressed nations, workers and 
exploited classes (workers and 
peasants) are linked 
internationally in a chain of mass 
production, technology, and 
distribution. The productive 
forces in Ireland, North and 
South, including the working 
class, are an integral part of the 
global productive system emerging 
from the development of capitalism 
and imperialism. The roots of 
national oppression of Ireland, 
the economic and social 
exploitation of its workers, the 
oppression of its women etc., lie 
in the particular form 
international economic development 
took’ in the growth to world 
supremacy of British capitalism at 
the end of the nineteenth century. 


However, the 'Left' and the 
'Right" in Sinn Fein, in their 
unanimous adoption of a _ revamped 


Eire Nua, signal their rejection 
of such"ya perspective by 


continuing to hold the view that 
it is possible (and desireable) to 
cut ‘Ireland' off from the world 
productive forces, attain 
"independence" from both East and 
West and create a ‘'democratic' 





Rhetoric or Reality 7? 


Socialist society self-sufficient 


in resources to trade profitably: 


with the Third World and provide 
abundance for all. 


This is the essence of 
Nationalism within the 
Provisionals, nationalism which 
represents historically the 

‘interests of the rising Irish 


bourgeoisie in the early period of 
its development in the 18th and 
19th Centuries. The defection of 
that bourgeoisie, largely based in 
the North, to the ‘Union' with 
Britain left the task in the 19th 
and 20th centuries of achieving 
national freedom and independence 
to sections of the oppressed rural 
and urban petty bourgeoisie.It was 
the heroic Rising led by these 
sections along with a section of 
the Irish proletariat that brought 
about the War of Independence and 
the fatal sell-out to imperialism 
by the most powerful capitalist 
elements of town and country. The 
Nationalist programme for the 
'Republic' continues, underneath 
all the verbal "Socialism', to be 
embodied in Eire Nua, and the 
"physical force" strategy is the 
means of achieving it - freeing 
the Catholic minority and 
Protestant majority as “equal 
citizens" of an all-Ireland State 
of small commodity production. 
Eire Nua expresses the National 
interests of this petty bourgeois 
class as against the internationel 
interests of the Irish working 
class. 


NATIONALIST CAPTIULATION 


In recent times the heroic 
struggles and victories of 
nationalist forces in various 


parts of the globe, Africa, Latin 
America, S.E. Asia, against 
Imperialism, were achieved on 
fundamentally the same _ class 
political perspectives, and each 
has led in turn to ultimate 
capitulation to and dependence 
upon either world Imperialism or 
Soviet Stalinism. Backwardness, 
poverty, exploitation and 
opression have continued. The 
self-styled "Marxist" Mugabe , 
though personally sincere and 
self-sacrificing, built a Party 
and a maSS movement on a Left 
nationalist programme, which, as 
the reality of his nationalist 
Strategy emerged, rapidly shed its 
radical rhetoric and promises to 
the point where his. political 
victory at the polls was followed 
not only by the integration of his 
guerillas into the pro-capitalist 
armed forces of the white settlers 
but also by their use against 
black workers striking against the 
‘national interest’. _ = 
As long as the Left remain 
confused on. this point, or for 


"tactical" reaSons refuse to fight 
among the 
the Right will 


openly for it 
membership, then 


remain secure in the leadership. 
The Left's inability to provide 
any kind of alternative concept of 
a revolutionary 
programme gave 
chance to raise the ideological 
stakes against them by moving 
successfully to re-affirm that 
Eire Nua was to be based on 
"Christian principles of social 
justice"! 


the Right the 


The amendments to the Eire Nua 
programme and the “Economic 
Resistance Campaign" successfully 
moved by the Left, reveal starkly 
another central weakness of the 
politics and method flowing from 
this nationalist concept of 
programme. Instead of attempting 
replace the verbal socialism and 
standard pieties associated with 
it, which have been a hall-mark of 
the Provisionals for the last ten 
years, the Left seem satisfied 
with proposals which call for 
trade union ‘resistance’, the 
setting up of co-operatives in 
industry, farms, fishing etc. 


There waS no suggestion of any 
attempt by the Belfast Left to 
provide any content in the Unions 


for the 'Resistance'. Thus, no 
polices on wages, unemployment, 
redundancies, inflation, Equal 


pay, welfare cuts, anti-union 
laws, National Wage Agreements, 
etc. No mention of the Trade 


Union Bureaucracy, the need for a 


rank and file movement or trade 
union democracy; no opposition to 
the pitfalls of "Buy Irish" and 
economic nationalist Import 
Controls which tie workers to the 
‘national interest’ - that is 
their bosses' interest - in each 
country. 


In particular there was no 
mention of why Sinn Fein refuses 





‘to fight for the demand of 
nationalisation under workers 
control when’ factories face 
closure, least of all in the 


North. What do Sinn Fein say to 
workers, Catholics and Protestants 
when they face closures? Do they 
allow™British Imperialism to get 
away with having oppressed and 
robbed Irish workers for decades 
and generations without any 
attempt to mobilise workers’ 
solidarity North and South and in 
England to force British 
Capitalism to foot the bills while 


wlrish workers take over and run 


the factories, vetoing any 
decision of the management that 
goes against workers’ interests? 
Are Northern 
and permit closures, accepting 
higher unemployment and poverty 
passively with their only hope 
being Sinn Fein's promise of a 
united Ireland and a job at some 
unspecified time in the future? 
This is a recipe for 


anti-capitalist , 


workers to sit back 


defeat... 


Surely an organisation calling 
itself socialist must have 
policies for mobilising workers in 
action to defend their own jobs 
and conditions as the basis for 
overthrowing the economic, social 
and political order? Surely a 
Socialist organisation would seek, 
to fight for such policies among 
Protestant workers, whatever the 
difficulties initially, in order 
to attempt to provide the answers 
they need to fight the bosses as a. 
first step towards beginning to 
crack the chains of Loyalism that 
bind them. If the Provisional 
Left claim that such policies and 
demands lend legitimacy to the 
British State in Ireland, then 
cannot all demands for ~wmore 
houses, and welfare, be said to do 
precisely the same thing? Are the 
Provisionals against these? 








Ironically the Provisional Left 
appears to understand, or 
misunderstand, nationalisation in 
the same way as their stalinised 
Republican opponents in SFWP. For 
both seem to think that the 
extension of nationalisation 
simply consolidates industries 
into the existing State power, so 
that nationalisation by Britain in 
the north of Ireland would be to 
integrate the North of Ireland 
further into the British State. 
For revolutionary Marxists, 
however, the reality is quite 
different. The fight to force the 
bosses State, whether British or 
Irish, to nationalise without 
compensation branches of 
production where particular bosses 
threaten closure, is a fight that 
imposes workers economic needs on 
the State against the will of the 


ruling class whose class 
instrument the present State, 
British or Irish, is. The 


generalisation throughout Ireland, 
and Britain, of such struggle - as 
‘it must be generalised - threatens 
the very existence of the State, 
whether British or Irish, and 
begins to organise the working. 
class as a ruling class through 
the imposition of workers' 
control... 





Sinn Fein's nationalism 
obscures any explicit recognition 
of the class struggle of worker 


versus capitalist as the basis for 


a Socialist programme. Left talk 
about multinationals and ranchers 
in Eire Nua can't hide the 
omission of any reference to 
anti-capitalist class struggle in 
Eire Nua. 


Given the organisational nature 
of the physical force tradition 
(historically created out of the 
dominant social and economic 
forces in Ireland in the 19th 
century and representing’ the 
classinterest of the small 
producer and oppressed urban petty 
bourgeois) which has a_ separate 
military wing fighting for the 
goal of a united Irish State as 
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formed 


Women's Liberation. 


_like CAP 


FEMINIST FEDERATI 


The Feminist Federation was 
in June 1979. It was 
intended to fill the vacuum left 
by the collapse of Irishwomen 
United and its predecessor Irish 
Unlike the 
previous feminist organisations 
the Femfed does not have a 
programme of action or demands. 
It was conceived as a federation 
to act as umbrella-body for 
separate one-issue organisations 
(contraception Action 
Programme) and the Rape Crisis 
Centre. In the Femfed's first 
year of organisational life it 
held a monthly unity meeting in 
Dublin to discuss various aspects 
of women's oppression, a _ public 
meeting on Church, State and Women 
at the time of the Pope's visit, a 


public meeting on Women and Iran 


‘and a picket on the British 


Embassy in opposition to the 
‘Corrie Bill (which aimed ’ to 
restrict abortion in Britain). 


This would seem to be an 
impressive record, but does it 
offer the basis of a way forward 
for Irish working class women? 


THE BALANCE SHEET 


The Feminist Federation 
produced a balance sheet of its 
activities to its December 9th 
Conference. This raised a great 
many of the difficulties of the 
organisation. How were these 
addressed? 


‘What the document showed was a 
group of individuals who have not 
any idea of where they are going. 
The problems were crystallised in 
the following positions. 

"The first view is that in 
order for the Federation to 
develop as a cohesive 
organisation which is able to 
effectively represent the 
views of progressive women and 
to develop a mutual 
understanding between already 
existing groups, there are 
certain areas within its 
structure that need to be 
altered. The people that hold 
this view believe that the 
steering collective should be 
in a position to initiate new 
areas of work and be able to 
respond to situations as they 
develop". 


This position was represented 


by the Socialist Workers Tendency 


(now S.W. Movement) women and a 
few individuals who wanted some 
form of organisation. 
deals with functioning only and 
does not affect the political 
orientation of the Femfed. 


"The other view is that while 
it is very important for the 
Federation to establish itself 
politically as a radical voice 
of Irish women, we must be 


This view 


cautious about the role taken 
by the steering collective, 
this should remain an 
organisational and should not 
develop into a leadership 
body." 


This was the position of the 
Peoples Democracy women. The PD 
was very enthusiastic about the 


way the Femfed was going and 
wanted it to continue as a 
disorganised politically 


disorientated group. 


The above shows the crisis of 
the Feminist movement in Ireland. 
Neither the PD nor SWT have any 
perspective of leading working 
class women in struggle - if they 
did they would not opt for a 
politically leaderless 
organisational shambles. 


PD's view won out. This has 
resulted in an organisation of 
tiny groups e.g. the group 
against sexism in education, the 
health group, both with 
overlapping membership. Everytime 
a new situation develops like the 
Corrie Bill a new group is set up 
to deal with it, in this case the 
"Women's right to choose" group, 
which is then “affiliated” to the 
Femfed. This means that the’ 
Federation aS a whole does not 
have to take a position on 
abortion lest any individual might 
be excluded. The Femfed does not 


have an action programme for 


women. If it does not respond by 
setting up another group within 
itself it ignores the particular 
issue. Thus on the question of 


divorce the Femfed had no record 
‘when a civil liberties group 
initiated a one-issue legal reform 


campaign calling itself “Divorce 
Action Group" which has _ no 
connection with the Feminist 
Federation. The steering 


collective is not democratically 
elected or recallable and is not a 


leadership representing the 
political views held among the 
membership. Instead it is a 


collection of volunteers who 
represent themselves, have no 
power to initiate as much as a 
letter to the papers opposing the 
Irish Housewives’ Association 
anti-strike calls. This has led 
to ineffectiveness and confusion. 


THE DECEMBER CONFERENCE 


The Conference was attended by 
about 70 to 100 women. These were 
made up of individuals and groups 
which included PD appearing as PD, 
as CAP and as Women's Right to 
Choose; SWT, Socialist Labour 
Party, Women Against Imperialism, 
Belfast Gay Women's Group, some 
maoist women and the IWG. 


The meeting was 
confusion, it started 


organised 
two hours 


late, motions were put but never 


.discuss some 





voted on, the agenda was not kept 
to, and any attempts to 
re-organise the agenda were 
quashed by the chair. A 
considerable time was wasted in 
workshops. Women had come from 
all over the country to have a 
political discussioon on_ the 
oppression of women and _ to 
organise against it. But instead 
of open discussion from the floor 
they were put into workshops to 
pre-selected topics 
with 10 or 15 women to a workshop. 


The women present would have 
benefited more from the 
opportunity of expressing their 
views to all present and hearing 
all viewpoints. The only women 
who challenged the steering 
committee's imposed order were the 
Gay women and the IWG. = The 
elements of formal democratic 
procedure are necessary to make it 
possible for less experienced and 
articulate women to express their 
views. A disorganised conference 
only results in the  iore 
experienced and articulate being 
able to control the conference. 
The best and most’ effective 
discussion is when it is focussed 
on and by resolutions where real 
differences are clearly expressed 
and proposals made definite. 


FAR LEFT AND THE CONFERENCE 


The socialist-feminists of the 


SWT and the PD~ completely 
capitulated to the federalist 
methods of petty bourgeois 


feminism. They even bear’ the 
responsibility for organising the 
Conference. Let us look at the 
activities of both groups to see 
how they defended the perspectives 
of revolutionary socialism in this 
gathering of "radical" women! 


The Conference document of the 
Swr indulges in petty praise of 
the ‘womens movement’. "The 
single most important gain of the 
past ten years has been the 
confidence that women have 
gained". The class nature of the 
Femfed is denied and SWT calls for 
working class women to come under 
its leadership. They say to the 


Femfed: “If we [i.e. the Femfed] 
are seen to support’ their 
struggles they § [i.e. working 
class women ] will become 


interested in us". SWT stands, on 
paper, for a "working class 
women's movement", but it can be 
seen in this that in practice they 


.believe in bringing working class 


women under the leadership of the 
petty bourgeois women's movement. 
SWT's contribution to the Femfed 
is to make the greater effort to 
attract working class women into 
it, without arguing’ § for a 
programme for the needs of working 
class women aS against’ the 


‘petty-bourgeois orientation of the 


Feminist Federation. 





Nothing Beyond The Fragments. 


The other group of 
socialist-feminists present, PD, 
are the Irish sympathising section 
of the United Secretariat of the 
Fourth International (USFI). Like 
the SWI. they support and indeed 
they even initiated the confused 
methods of the Femfed. "Because 
of these pressures and because of 
the different ways women come to 
an understanding of their 
oppression, we have argued for a 
loose political structure within 
which activities and debates could 
take place." Unlike SWT they have 
not got any problems with the 
concept of a working class women's 
movement — they consciously argue 
for an all-class alliance of 
women. They are quite at home in 
the federal structure of tiny 


groups. PD believes as a matter 
of dogma in one-issue campaigns. 
Their Contraception Action 
Programme would only fight to 
legalise contraception but no 


other issue of women's oppression 
would be taken up by the group. A 
leading member of PD, Betty 
Purcell, announced the new Womens 
Right to Choose group to fight the 
Corrie Bill. This same woman 
spoke against the SLP's abortion 
rights demands being included in 
its Local Election manifesto nine 
months earlier while speaking for 
the PD tendency in the SLP. PD's 
barometer had changed since and 
abortion could now be taken up, 
but only as a single issue hived 
off to a small propagandist group, 
and characteristically focussed 
not on the question of abortion 
rights in Ireland but the 
protection of the facilities in 
Britain to which Irish women were 
forced to resort. The Femfed did 
not take a position on abortion 
except to note that it was an 
important issue and had to be 
discussed with the Womens Right to 
Choose group! In justifying their 
case for this rag-bag organisation 
the PD claim: 
"One mistake we made fin 
Irishwomen United] was to 
attempt to solve all political 
needs through one organisation 
or framework. 
"To set down 5 or 6 demands 
would equate the Federation 
with these demands and thus 
limit its ability to act", 


Irishwomen United did _ not 
collapse because it had a unified 
Structure and charter of demands. 
It collapsed when political 
questions, such as the National 
guestion, began to be debated, 
when women realised that the 
charter of demands was not a basis 
on which they could take effective 


action, when they could not cope 


with offering a way forward to the 
striking telephonists or Thoms 
Directory workers. 


United held large solidarity 


Irishwomen 


meetings for the strikers, but 
apart from inviting them to join 
Irishwomen United they had nothing 
to offer them in terms of their 
own independent organisation as 
women workers, such as the fight 
for women's caucuses in the unions 
or the fight for the social 
demands of women within the labour 
movement. Instead the approach 
was one of "all sisters together". 
Likewise, if the Feminist 
Federation gets involved with any 
women strikers they will find 
themselves in the same situation. 
Their deliberate lack of clarity 
will not be of any assistance to 
them, as PD seem to think, but an’ 
even greater hindrance. 


Participation from the Six 
Counties waS minimal —- _ the Gay. 
Women's Group, Women’ Against 
Imperialism and one from Women's 
Ald. Women Against Imperialism 
distributed a leaflet describing 
conditions in Armagh and 
explaining the events at the 
prison picket where 11 women were 
arrested, They confined 
themselves to asking support from 
the Femfed but did not argue for 
it to take up an anti-imperialist 
position. Thus, in the Femfed the 
National Question is also left to 
a small group and not argued for 
in the whole Federation lest it 
would alienate certain women. 


BANKRUPT 


The Conference passed many 
motions at the very end - for 
divorce at the request of one 
partner (though that has been left 
to the civil liberties reformers), 
in support of women political 
prisoners, in support of women's 
struggles internationally, in 
support of the Rape Crisis Centre, 
in support of the demands of 
prostitutes, in support of women's 
economic struggles, for: 
contraception and adequate child 
care facilities, against sexism, 
against violence against women, 
and against the various 
goverpments of Ireland. But they 


did not hammer out either an 


organisational form or a method 


‘capable of fighting for even the 


most minimal demands. Locked 
within a perspective which is 
petty bourgeois fundamentally in 
its politics they had nothing to 
offer to working class women, and 
only a cul de sac for the many 


undoubtedly sincere women present. 


THE WAY FORWARD? 


On the basis of the Femfed 
conference the IWG concluded the 
futility of any further attempt to 
argue within it for a Marxist 


perspective. 


Nevertheless, IW will actively 
support any actions of the Femfed 
which take forward the struggle 
for women's emancipation, while 
arguing for our perspectives. The 
Femfed is incapable of orientating 
to the need for a mass working 
class led women's movement as the 
basis for leading all women in the 
fight against their oppression 
which is rooted in imperialism and 
capitalism. Such a movement can 
only be built around the fight for 
a programme of action against all 
aspects of oppression of women, 
for the democratic rights to 
abortion, contraception and 
divorce on demand, for nurseries 
and the socialisation of domestic 
toil and childcare, for full 
economic equality and the right to 
work, for the mobilisation of 


women in labour movement 
organisations as the basis for an 
organisationally independent 


women's movement centred on women 
workers and democratically open to 
the fight for a _ revolutionary 
socialist programme and 
leadership. 


WAGE RESTRAINT from p7 


instrumental in deferring even a 
commitment to the fight for a 
National Minimum Wage, a demand 
whose importance is only fully 
seen when situated as one part of 
an interconnected programme that 
links the present struggles of 
workers with the goals that need 
to be fought for. 


IWG fights for the taking up of 
a programme by the rank and file 
which links action on the key 
issues of wages, redundancies, 
prices, social spending cuts, 
taxes, anti-union laws North and 
South, union democracy, 
repression, the national struggle 
and women's emancipation. Such an 
action programme is the 
application to the labour movement 
of the Transitional political 
programme of revolutionary 
communism, a programme for workers 
power. Its linked steps if taken 
up and fought for lead from the 
struggle for immediate needs to 
the building of a rank and file 


| mobilisation and a_ revolutionary 


workers’ Party capable of going on 
the the only final answer to class 
exploitation - the revolutionary 
overthrow of imperialism and 
capitalism. The major points of 
the action programme for the Trade 
Union rank and file are published 
by IWG as a special Class Struggle 
Bulletin (April 1980) - copies 
available. 


The "Committee for a Shopstewards 
Movement" set up in April may be 
contacted c/o  P.Murphy, 112 


_ Marlborough St., Dublin 1. 
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“history” 


April 1980 saw the appearance 
lof THE WORKER, paper of the 
"Socialist Workers Movement", 
previously the Socialist Workers 
Tendency in the decaying Socialist 
Labour Party until they broke with 
the SLP at its last conference in 
February. The ‘new' group's 
leadership states in an editorial 
in the WORKER that the SWM... 


"does not arrive on the scene 
with a new formula for winning 
a new socialist Ireland". 


What, then is the ‘formula’ SWM 
does believe can achieve 
socialism? From an analysis of 
itheir paper it is obvious that the 
ISWM believe a continuation of the 
politics and methods of both the 
old SWM (Mark 1) which existed as 
an independent group from 1972 to 
11977, and the SWI in the SLP from 
1977-80, can provide the answer. 
Clearly the SWM leadership have 
decided to forget their own words 
and sentiments expressed in the 
first edition of the Tendency's 
Ipaper in the SLP, the Socialist 
Worker Review, that the SWM had 
failed to make any impact. As 
John Goodwillie (since broken with 
them) said at the time (March 

18} 3 
"The process of building the 
party [SLP] must include an 
element of differing ideas 
existing side by side but also 
an element of all members 
being forced to re-examine the 
assumptions they have been 
making for a long time” [ SWR 
1 p.7 — our emphasis] 








"But in spite of this 
geographical spread [6 towns 
claimed -_ CS] and the 
avoidance of an exclusive 
atmosphere and the esoteric 
language of other 
revolutionary groups, the SW 
activities did not draw in the 
numbers required to make a 
real impact in the wider 
working class movement 
generally. AS a result a 
fairly high turnover ensured 


that the numbers’ remained 
constant over the years." 
[p.28 SWR 1] 


"The small size of S.W.M. was 
a continuing difficulty and a 
block to recruitment." [p. 28 
SWR 1] 


O 


repeatin 


"It quickly seemed clear that 
the SLP's formation would make 
recruitment directly to S.W.M. 
more difficult. The  SLP 
attracted some of those who 
were closest to SWM." [p.29 
SWR 1] 


This kind of forgetfulness, 
however, is no accident or 
oversight but a defining point of 
the SWM's political method as a 
whole. For example, despite the 
fact that the group existed as a 
tendency in the SLP for two years, 
there is not a mention at all or 
any record of the group's struggle 


‘to win the party rank and file to 


its politics and methods; no 
mention of the lessons’ for 
revolutionaries and militants in 
terms of | tactics, political 
characterisations or forms of 
organisation flowing from what it 
claimed in the SLP was its fight 
against reformism based on Marxist 
principles. Surely a group being 
formed after two years experience 
in which it stood for the building 
of the SLP as the basis of a 
revolutionary Party, and believing 
that its own brand of politics and 
methods were correct in the fight 
to make it so, would see it as 
both a matter of duty and pride to 
present the record of its struggle 
as a clear test and vindication of 
the record of itself? Militants 
interested in revolutionary 
politics are much more likely to 
‘be convinced of Marxist principles 
and politics by a proven record of 
struggle for them precisely when 
such principles are necessary than 
by a ritual listing of platitudes 
about the need for “workers 
actfon" as trotted out by the 
WORKER. 


The truth is that SWM's silence 
about its period in the SLP is 
understandable - it is a record of 
utter betrayal of all _ the 
principles so glibly claimed in 
its paper. To take only one 
example - the H-Blocks. In_ the 
present edition of the WORKER 
K.Allen and R.Coady have lots of 


‘fine phrases about the importance 


of H Block as a principled 
political issue, aS against the 
whole humanitarian pacifism of the 
present 


when the issue of H-Blocks and 
Political Status (along with the 
question of abortion).was dropped 


assiduous in 


united 
H-Block campaign. Yet. 


~MARK I 


¢ itself. 


from Party priorities by the SLP 
reformist leadership to placate 
Noel Browne and his cronies 
approaching the Local Elections in 
1979 in the South, on a vote on 
the resolution put by IW against’ 
that decision at the Feb. '79 
National Executive, Allen 
abstained and O'Connor (SWT) voted 
against the motion. Allen and co. 
have never explained those actions 
- no doubt they would claim it was 
‘tactical’ though that cannot 
explain the total confusion among 
their leading representatives. 

But such an explanation is exactly 
the same used by the _-— SLP 
leadership to justify overthrowing 
democratic decisions of the Party 
Conference of the month before. 

They, too, claimed "tactics" to 
Save the Party! When it came to a 
witch-hunt against the IWG and WAA 
members (Workers Alliance for 
Action of which we were a part) 

who had opposed the leadership's 
action and organised a _ binding 

petition of 40 members for an 
emergency recall of Conference to 

challenge the leadership, the: SwWT 
opposed us and voted to allow the 
reformists and Merrigan to 
pre-empt our properly tabled 
petition-—motion with an 
un-notified and unconstitutional 

motion expelling the IW and 

proscribing the left tendencies’ 

publications. The SWT, in the 

most disgusting display of. 
hyprocisy worthy of the worst 

trade union bureaucrat, formally 

opposed the expulsions and 

proscriptions at the National’ 
Executive, but throughout + the 
organisation at branches’ and 

committees they were the most 

pushing for the 

removal of IWG~ members’ from 

meetings while continuing to mouth 

platitudes about defending: 
“revolutionary democracy". 





This opportunistic ability to 
face both ways can be seen with 
their present involvement in the 
Political Status campaign. While 
the Relatives Action Committees 
dominated the campaign in the 
North, the SWI. was loud in its 
praise for these groups as the 
basis for building "democratic" 
fronts or workers, 
socialists and republicans. In 
spite of the fact that SwT's 
members in the RAC never even 








attempted to fight for such a 














perspective (see J.Kelly SWR 
Conference issue, Jan '79) it was 
always clear that the RACs were 
were dominated by the politics and 
methods of republicanism. With 
the setting up of the Smash 
H-Block Campaign an even more 
explicit humanitarian and 
moralistic basis (petitions with 
the Pope's statements on them 
etc.) the SWM have actually taken. 
positions of leadership on the 
Southern Committee of the Campaign 
which has continually prevented 
the distribution of political 
leaflets or literature by 
participants at meetings. Not a 
word of criticism from the SWM 
whose opportunistic presence on 
the committee (with Allen sounding 
off at public meetings about 
‘mobilising’ the Trade Union 
movement) simply provides a left 
cover for a blatant pacifistic 
front of liberals, nationalists 
and republicans in tandem with a 
spectrum of clergymen from Fathers 
Faul and Murray to Bishops Daly 
and O'Fiaich, whose’ ultimate 
effect will not only make workers' 
action impossible but also destroy 
the whole anti—imperialist 
political nature of the war in the 
North. 








SWM's characteristic trampling 
in action on what they state on 
paper to be their principles goes 
a long way back. For example, 
they claim, at least some of the 
time when it won't lose them 
Support, that they stand "for the 
bringing of the working class to 
the leadership of the national 
Question" (Worker "No. 1" 1980). 
Yet despite their control for 
years over the rank and file ITGWU 
"New Liberty" journal (read at one 
time by thousands of workers) 
there has never been any attempt 
by SWM members on its editorial 
committee or elsewhere to fight 


for their "principles". SWM's 
political method - economism - 
leads to the view that 
revolutionary politics grows 


Spontaneously out of the daily 
trade union struggle over wages 
and conditions. The SWM do not 
take these struggles which are in 
themselves in most cases sectional 
fights for better wages and 
conditions within capitalism (i.e. 
a specific form of reformism at 
shop floor level) as the starting 
point for an intervention based on 
the demands of a scientifically 
establ ished revolutionary 
international programme. 


Without such a programme which: 


not only can support the workers’ 
own demands but also go on to 
raise political questions of the 
unity and independence of the 
class, of workers control and of 
workerS power as realistic 
necessities, and without a fight 
by revolttionary Marxists for its 
demands Struggle there 
can be no ridging the gap 
between the everyday consciousness 
“and socialist consciousness" which 
the WORKER editorial states 








. (correctly) 


revolutionary 


intervention. 
Therefore, whatever the militancy 
displayed in individual strikes by 
groups of workers, the capitalist 
system remains both uncomprehended 
and unchallenged. 


Instead of providing concrete 
sets of demands to "bridge the 
gap", SWM's 'method' is simply one 
of tailing and trimming workers 
own correct but minimum sectional 


demands while simul taneously 
passively invoking the maximum 
demand - the goal of socialism - 


as the only solution in the 
distant future. It is this method 
which explains why SWM have never 
fought on the shop floor on the 
question of repression, or for 
that matter, contraception. In 
their crude and 
“workerism" these are seen as 
issues which can only be raised 
either after the working class has 
been won to “socialist" politics 
on the basis of their daily trade 
union battles or when workers 
themselves spontaneous] act 
against repression. In both cases 
the SWM position is to tail what 
workers themselves are doing. 








This attitude was summed up in 
1976 at a Conference of SWM where 
left faction resolutions sought to 
commit the SWM to consistently 
raise both repression and 
contraception as workers' issues 
on the shop floor. Brian Trench 
moved successfully against these 
positions by arguing that the 
"Question of repression" had "not 
been posed sharply enough in the 
South" - in 1976! -—- and that the 
fight for contraception coul@ not 
be taken up in the "usual way" but 


would have to be left to 
middle-class women outside the 
trade unions. That comrade 
believed then, and still does now, 
that his group can win 
‘credibility’ by fighting on 'the 


basics’ and then 
the ‘outside’ 
among workers. 


later bringing 
issues to the fore 


Unfortunately for Trench and 
his group most of their worker 
members in Waterford and Dublin 
were lost because it is impossible 
to win workers to socialist 
politics by a method which 
effectively means acting as a 
servic® agency to the workers' own 
sectional struggles. The defeats 
and setbacks suffered by workers 
North and South in the last ten 
years flow directly from the 
inability of trade unionists to 
overcome the inherent weaknesses 
of trade union reformism in order 
to deal with the economic, social 
and political crisis facing the 
Trish working class. With such 
defeats has come wholesale 
demoralisation of many sincere 
Socialists and militants - Swm's 
turnover of membership in its six 
years existence is one 
manifestation of this; another is 


‘the decline of the 'shop stewards 


milieu' from the 1973-4 period. 


the working class, 
republican movements in the fight 


schematic’ 


politics and methods 
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THE PARTY 


SWM rejects any concept of a 
revolutionary trotskyist party 
being built on the basis of 


winning and training militants in 
labour and | 


for the political demands, | 
Slogans, tactics and strategy of 
an international programme, 


confronting workers in action with 


all the interrlated aspects of 
imperialist capitalist | 


exploitation and oppression. 


Instead they operate with an 
idea that 
not around a fight for a socialist 
political programme within the 
Class but by a group providing the) 
effective rallyin point to 


the Party can be built | 


co-ordinate’ the already ongoing 


struggles of the militants on the 
shop floor for” 
conditions. 
correct concept of the programme 
SWM fetishises trade union 
‘militancy’ - in effect trade 
union reformism — as the basis for | 
a Spontaneous’ transition to | 
revolutionary consciousness. The 
party, therefore, 1S seen as_ the 
most efficient force in “linking 


up" workers in their ongoing 
everyday struggles. It is not 


seen as a force for bringing to 
these everyday 
necessary tactical and 
focus of confronting 
capitalist power and 


strategic | 
in action. 


distinction between ‘the party' 
and the ‘rank and file’. 


"Our aim in the workplaces and 
unions is to bring together 
those militants who ... are 
willing to fight the attacks 
of capitalism on their living 
standards". 


Again, the same belief and 
confusion over what actually 
constitutes ‘a fight against 


capitalism’. SWM's whole 8-year 
history has been precisely to 
attempt to build a party on these 


Principles. It has failed again | 
and again, yet the present 
leadership continues to blind 


itself to the obduracy of reality 
to their attempts. We can be 


wages and } 
Thus without al 


struggles the 


its State. | 
For SWM there is qualitatively no | 


certain of what lies behind the | 


ever vague 
formulations of the SWM (Mark 2). 
For: despite their sincere 
intentions the result of their 
will be 
repeatedly to 


platitudes and | 


relegate both the | 


issues of repression and. 
imperialism in Ireland, and the 
issues of contraception and | 
abortion, to areas of struggle 
outside the industrial labour 
force. Such is the logic of their | 
method , 

Their opportunistic parrot 
cries in the  pacifistic and 
humanitarian H-Block Campaign 
about “the need to raise the. 
issues in the labour movement", 
their participation in the 
theoretically and politically 


is the purpose of | 
| SSS 





‘Parity Commission followin 


a well worn path 


In October 1979 a split took 
place in the United Secretariat of 
the Fourth International (USFI) 
over the tactics to be pursued by 
revolutionaries in relation to the 
FSLN regime in Nicaragua. 


The immediate cause of the 
split was the decision of the USFI 
to direct the largely Latin 
American based "Bolshevik 
Faction", led by Nahuel Moreno, 
and the supporters of the 
'Lleninist Trotskyist Tendency’ 
(LTT) to refrain from building 
organisations independent of the 
FSLN in Nicaragua, instead 
directing all Nicaraguan members 
and supporters to act “as loyal 
militants in the framework of the 
organisation which led to the 
overthrow of Somoza and which 
leads this revolution". 


Following the split, the 
Bolshevik Faction and the LITT 
joined forces with the OCRFI 
(self-styled 'Organising Committee 
For the Reconstruction of the 
Fourth International') dominated 
by the French OCI. They issued a 
Declaration for "an open 
conference" aimed at reunifying 
the Trotskyist movement and 
"rooting out revisionism". The 
Conference was to be open to all 


SW™M (continued from P23) 


directionless petty-—bourgeois 
"women's movement" and their] 
activities within the equally 


confused and libertarian Anti- 
Nuke movement are mere instances 
of a group devoid of principle or 


strategy for revolutionary action. 


Now outside the SLP,_ thef 


militants recruited to the Sw 
will find that such a handicap is 
fatal for political life. Without 
a serious attempt by the SWM to 
‘look seriously at its past 
activities both within the SLP and 
before, and a serious public 
accounting of its actions and 


policies, then these new militants] 


recruited to accept the political 


dishonesty and deceitfulness of 
the SWM leadership, are destined 
like numerous others before them 


to inactivity. Without a serious] 


attempt to rediscover the whole 
theoretical and rogrammatic 
legacy of political method of the 
Transitional Programme developec 
within revolutionary Marxism by 
the Bolsheviks, continued by ‘the 


Third International. till 1922 and 


elaborated by Trotsky in the fight 
(against Stalinism, reformism, 


fascism and imperialism) to found 
the Fourth International in 1938, ) 


SWM's “bridging the gap” will 
remain like so much else, an empty 
phrase. | 


groupings standing on the 
Trotskyist programme and was to 
begin a "democratically organised 
and exhaustive discussion". In 
order to organise the conference 
the “Parity Commission" was set 
up, consisting of the OCRFI, the 
Bolshevik Faction and the LITT. 


IWG and Workers Power (Britain) 
point to the deeply opportunist 
record of the Moreno grouping in 
Latin America and the history of 
adaptation to social democracy by 
the OCI; to the deep political 
differences between the three 
organisations forming the Parity 
Commission which meant that they 
had “no common programmee which 
can be tactically applied in a 
revolutionary situation"; and to 
the ambiguous nature of the 
Declaration which covered up the 
differences between the OCRFI, the 


Bolshevik Faction and the LTT and 


appeared to allow the exclusion of 
many organisations claiming to be 
Trotskyist. 


Despite these reservations, IWG 
and Workers Power jointly 
approached the Parity Commission, 
seeking clarification on the basis 
for attending the _ conference, 
declaring our willingness’ to 
attend "a truly open conference 
with no preconditions other than 
each grouping's claim to 
Trotskyism". We are still waiting 
for a formal reply. 


The actions of the Parity 
Commission over the last months 
have significantly clarified the 
political direction of this 
amalgam. The projected ‘open 
conference’ for which the Parity 
Commission was purported to be set 
‘up has receded into the 
background, with all the 
indications suggesting that it 
will not now take place. — 


The "rules" of the Commission 
clearly aim to keep this body, 
supposedly organising an ‘open' 
conference, as the preserve of the 
thr@e tendencies already in it. 
Prospective members not only have 
to declare that they regard the 
OCRFI, Bolshevik Faction and LTT 
as “fighting on the basis of 
Trotskyism" and be accepted 
unanimously by the three 
tendencies, but even then will 
have only a consultative vote. 
The only exception to this is the 
USFI, which is offered a 
deliberative vote, presumably 
because it has made clear its 
intention not to join’ the 
Commission. _ | 

Further, the Parity Commission 
has clearly set itself the task of 
‘politically consolidating itself 
into an international tendency. 
It has made statements on various 
international questions, such as’ 


a a LS 


Iran and Afghanistan, which are 
not only politically wrong (for 


instance their statement on 
Afghanistan implies that the 
guerilla opposition is 


progressive, “forming part of the 
general mobilisation of the masses 
in the region"!), but also are 
studiously vague when it comes to 
putting forward strategy and 
tactics for revolutionaries in 
these areas. 


Such vagueness, which would 
either paralyse a national section 
in the area, if it existed, or 
more likely leave it to its own 
devices, unfettered by a 
democratic centralist 
international, is the necessary 
outcome of the -wide political 
differences that exist between the 
members of the Commission. These. 
differences were openly admitted 
when the Commission was founded: 
"It is clearly recognised that 
there are major areas of 
disagreement between for example 
the OCRFI and the BF, not least 
the characterisation of the 
European situation and the class 
nature of the Cuban state" (BF 
Bulletin in Britain No.3). 
However, since then the method of 
the Commission has been to 
concentrate on the areas’ of 
agreement between the tendencies, 
rather than resolving the 
differences through programmatic 
discussion. 


The forces making up the Parity 
Commission are following a well 
worn path in the history of 
post-war "Trotskyism" - the road 
to unprincipled fusion. The fight 
for a revolutionary international 
based on programmatic clarity and 
democratic centralism . with 
authoritative congresses and an 
international leading body, is 
replaced by the cobbling together 
of a rotten centrist combination, 
with tacit agreements of 
non-interference in national 
sections. | 


This was the method of 
"building" internationals used by 
the leaderships of the 
International -Committee in 1953, 
the United Secretariat in 1963 and 
most recently enshrined in the 
method of the OCRFI. It is a 
method which will produce further 
splits in the fragmented forces 
claiming to be Trotskyist, and one 
which will make the Parity 
Commission one more stumbling 
block on the road to rebuilding a 
revolutionary international in the 
tradition of Lenin and Trotsky. 
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A fundamental principle of 
revolutionary Trotskyism is the. 
need to build a_ revolutionary 
workers vanguard Party in every 
country aS part of a democratic 
centralist International. This is 
a defining point in the fight for 
an international transitional 
programme which when taken up and 
fought for can be the basis for 
smashing capitalism and 
imperialism and creating a world 
federation of workers states based 
on workers councils and militias. 


Yet the policy of the United 
Secretariat of the Fourth 
International (USFI) has been a 
point blank denial of the need to 
build such a revolutionary 
Trotskyist Party in Nicaragua. 


For the USFI the '‘hope' that 
with the spontaneous action of the 
masses led by the petty bourgeois 
Sandinista Liberation Front (FSLN) 
the Nicaraguan revolution would 
take the road of Cuba has been a 
basis on which to revise this 
fundamental principle of the need 
for an independent conscious 
revolutionary Marxist leadership 
if a workers state is to be 
created in the teeth of 
Imperialism. Even if the FSLN 
were forced to go sie Suis the 
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limits of their perspectives of 
compromise with the Bourgeoisie 
and to take the "Cuban Road" ( a 
possibility all the less likely in 
that US imperialism appreciates 
the threat to its grip on the 


whole of Central America) the. 
building a Trotskyist party would: 


still be a vital need of the 
Nicaraguan masses, as it remains a 
crucial need of the Cuban masses, 
more so now than ever as the 
crisis of the parasitic Castroite 
bureaucracy is deepening. 





Castro and his followers 
definitely overthrew the rule of 
capitalist private property in 

and established an order 
based on  State-ised property 
corresponding to the form of a 
workers state. They succeeded in 
doing this by military 
bureaucratic methods in 
exceptional circumstances. In the 
process, however, Castro and his 
petty bourgeois revolutionary 
followers substituted military 
bureaucratic organs (taken over 
from the Batista state apparatus 
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and bureaucratically purged) 
instead of fighting for the class 
dictatorship of the labouring 
people excercised through the 
democratic power of councils of 
workers and peasants. 
Further,Castro's political 
perspective was never centred on 
extending the proletarian 
overthrow of capitalism in Latin 
America and internationally - the 
basis from which the revolutionary 
orientation of the proletariat 
must flow for communists. The 





bureaucratic regime in Cuba, 
therefore, contained from the 
start the seeds of § further 
degeneration. It was doomed to 
develop into an ever’ more 


repressive Bonapartism based on 
the stateised property of a small 
backward country. Such a regime 
can only be replaced with working 
class political control on = an 
internationalist basis by a 
political revolution under the 
leadership of a revolutionary 
Trotskyist International. 


USFI AND SWP ON NICARAGUA 


The USFI (United Secretariat of 
the Fourth International) led by 
Ernest Mandel, up till the end of 
1979 was the largest international 
"Trotskyist" grouping with its 





strongest bases in France and the 


USA, but with A federalist 
structure at odds with the 
principles of democratic 


centralism and openly divided into 
shifting alliances of factions. 
From the second half of 1979 the 
USFI's American sympathiser, the 
Socialist Workers Party, steered a 
course clear of any criticism of 
the Sa@ndinistas in Nicaragua. 
This was most sharply exposed when 
the Simon Bolivar Brigade sent in 
by the Bolshevik Faction's Workers 
Socialist Party of Colombia (PST) 
was expelled by the FSLN with the 
public approval and s Support of the 
SWP and USFI. The Brigade had 
been organised under the direction 
of a Latin American faction in the 
USFI styling itself the Bolshevik 
Moreno. 
Arising out of these events 
Moreno's faction broke with the 
USFI and linked up with the rival 
French-based international 
grouping of Pierre Lambert (the 
OCRFI) in October 1979. 
has deep reservations about the 
political basis on 


While IW) 
which the 


Brigade operated, its expulsion by 
the FSIN was stated to be for 


building independent mass 
organisations, a basis on which it 
should have been strenously 
defended against the FSLN 


unconditionally as an elementary 
duty for Trotskyists. 


But this subordination and 
accomodation to the FSLN by the 


USFI and its SWP sympathiser after - 


the victory of the masses in 
overthrowing Somoza contrasts 
starkly with the USFI's statement 
of July 4th 1979 before’ the 
overthrow. Although the statement 
made no mention of the need to 
build a Trotskyist party in 
Nicaragua it put forward. an 
independent programme and 
criticised the general strategic 
positions of the FLSN and of their 
alliance with the bourgeois forces 
which later formed part of the 
coalition Government of National 
Reconstruction (GNR) . However, 
even this position was probably 
envisaged as so much ‘'friendly 
advice' to the Sandinistas on the 
model of the USFI's advisory role 
to Algeria's Ben Bella _ and 
Allende's Popular Unity in Chile. 
Here iS an excerpt from what the 





NICARAGUA 


THE RECORD 
OF CENTRIST 
“TROTSKYISTS’ 


USFI then argued. 

"It is in the elementary 
interests of the masses of 
Nicaragua, of Latin America, 
and of the whole world, that 
the Nicaraguan revolution 
should follow the Cuban 
example by overthrowing the 
dictatorship, expelling 
imperialism, and removing from 
power and expropriating the 
native ruling classes. " 


"In the case of any serious 
operation to impose an 
alternative solution on the 
basis .of maintenance of the 
apparatus of the Ssomoza — 
regime, the struggle for the 
convocation of a constituent. 
assembly, elected through 
universal, direct and secret. 
vote, could centralise the 
aspirations of the masses that 


are expressed in their 
struggle against the 
dictatorship. In | the 


framework of the struggle. to 
overthrow the dictatorship, 
Which is the fundamental 
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immediate task, revolutionary 
Marxists will be struggling 
for: 

* Dissolution of the National 
Guard 

* Freedom for all political 


prisoners 
* The winning of all 
democratic rights (freedom of 


speech, of the press, and of 
political and trade union 
organisation above all) 

* Rejection of all political, 
economic and military pacts 
with the imperialist powers 
and with the OAS [Organisation 
of American States]. 

* Repudiation of the foreign 
debt accumulated by the 
dictatorship in the interests 
of the exploiting classes and 
imperialism, and a break with 


the International Monetary 
Fund. 

* Expropriation and 
nationalisation, without 


compensation and under workers 
control, of all the property 
of Somoza, of his family, of 
high officials of the regime, 
of imperialism, and of the 
'national' capitalists. 

* Implementation of a genuine 
agrarian reform that would 
give land to the peasants who 
are demanding it and would 
assure them the means to 
cultivate it.” 


(USFI statement in  SWP's 

'Militant' 27/7/79) 

Here the USFI is putting 
forward three basic positions 
which it has since totally 
jettisoned in an empirical manner 


and with no explanation of hos 
these positions were relevant in 
July but not later in several 
important points:- the struggle 
for a Constitutent Assembly to be 
elected by universal direct anc 
secret suffrage; the fight for a 
Workers and Peasants Government, 
and the expropriation not only of 
the Somozaists' property but also 
that of the "'anti-Somoza' 
‘national’ capitalists. 


Furthermore, it attacked the 
(then provisional) Government of 
National Reconstruction (GNR) and 
saw its role as a weapon of 
imperialism and the Nicaraguan 
bourgeoisie to keep the revolution 
in bourgeois limits. "In fact 
this government of national 
reconstruction is a card played by 
the bourgeoisie to try to prevent 
the overthrow of Somoza from 
leading to the break up of the 
socio-economic structure of 
capitalism and the bourgeois state. 
apparatus". This position, too, 
is jettisoned later. 


SWP (USA) IN AUGUST 


The American SWP took a 
different line. In a_ special 


- issue of Militant of August 24th 


Camejo, Rodriquez and Murphy 


‘“yiewed the only danger to the full 


development of the revolution 


‘coming from the external attack of 
‘imperialism beating back the FSLN. 


This article described the bloc 


with the bourgeois forces in the 
GNR as "an intelligent concession 
to imperialism" to avoid too rapid 
a clash. The FSLN's_ long-term 
strategy of alliance with the 
anti-Somoza bourgeoisie which was 
criticised by the SWP's 
International in the July 4th 
statement (above) is described now 
by the SWP as "obviously the 
correct and revolutionary policy”. 
Finally, the article ended on the 


liquidationist note that 
revolutionary — socialists must 
"recognise the revolutionary 


capacities of this leadership 
..-identify with it and join 
forces with it" - that means for 
the SWP liquidate into it. 


USFI LINES UP WITH FSLN 


The USFI published a new 
statement on Nicaragua on August 
5th (carried in Militant = on 
31/8/79). This statement marked 
crucial shifts of the whole USFI 
to the openly liquidationist line 
of the SWP. It made no criticisms 
of the FSLN leaders, issued no 
call for political struggle by 
Trotskyists independently of the 
FSLN leaders and in effect reduced 
the role of Trotskyists to 
organising aid for Nicaragua, 
adding to this’ the pious ‘hope’ 
that the FSLN would~= evolve 
favourably. This pious hope 
became in effect their programme 
for Nicaragua, when all the 
padding surrounding it is cut out. 
And the key to ‘favourable 
evolution’ came at the end of the 
statement where Cuba was offered 


as the model for the _ best 
development of the Nicaraguan 
revolution "to the end". This 


implies that if the FSLN, like the 
Castroites, were to be pushed 
forward to destroy private 
property in Nicaragua without a 
full conscious working’ class 
mobilisation then no struggle for 
political revolution would be 
necessary. 


On August 2lst 1979 a statement 
of the leadership of the SwP 
(Militant, 31/8/79) denounced the 
Simon Bolivar Brigade and refused 
to condemn or criticise the FSLN 
in any way for expelling them for 
political reasons. The key idea 
ing this statement was that the 
demand for solidarity with the 


Nicaraguan revolution forbids 
political differentiation from the 
Sandinistas = a totally 


liquidationist idea. 


On September 3rd a delegation 


‘from the USFI in Nicaragua made a 


statement explicitly approving the 
expulsion of the SB Brigade. The 
basic reason cited was the same as 
SWP's: “All activities which seek 
today to create divisions between 
the mobilised masses and the FSLN 
are contrary to the interests of 
the Revolution" - a statement 
signed by Blanco, Camejo, Sheppard 
and Udry. 


On September 19th the SWP made 


stated explicitly that 


‘a statement hailing the Havana 
Conference of Non-Aligned Nations 
as a victory for the working 
class. “American working people 
have every reason to hail the 
outcome of the 6th Summit meeting 
of non-aligned nations in Havana. 
The gathering gave voice to the 
most burning needs and demands of 
the peoples in the semi-colonial 
and underdeveloped countries". 
Further, they said "the leadership 
displayed by the Cubans at the 
Conference is an extension of 
their anti-imperialist actions in 
Africa, Latin America and 
elsewhere" (Militant 28/9/79). No 
mention here of the role Castroism 
is playing in aiding the 
suppression of the struggle of 
Eritrea for national freedom. And 
as the Leninist Trotskyist 
Tendency (LTT, then in the USFT) 
points out in their resolution to 
the Oct. lst meeting of the USFI, 
the statement is a gross 
‘distortion of Castro's speech 
which gave political solidarity to 
several neo-colonial bourgeois 
regimes in Iran, Bolivia, Algeria, 
and to the imperialist Spanish 
regime. 


On issues like the 
characterisation of Castroism, the 
Havana Conference, the Nicaraguan 
GNR, the USFI had been expressing 
much more critical views than the 
SWP's. However, by the time of 
the USFI"'s meeting of Oct. lst, 
the SWP line on Nicaragua had been 
adopted as official USFI policy. 
The USFI cCct. Ist’ resolution 
approved the Coalition with the 
bourgeoisie in the GNR by saying 
that to demand the removal of the 
bourgeois ministers would be 
ultra-left, that is, would provoke 
a too rapid confrontation with 
imperialism. This "buy time" 
argument is formalised in the 
majority resolution of the llth 
World Congress in November '79 as 
follows. 





"It is legitimate that the 
Sandinista leadership should 
seek to buy time if that time 
is used to jointly build and 
consolidate the instruments of 
military and political defence 
of the revolution". 


Note that the main instrument of 
defence envisaged is a standing 
army built by the absorption and 
effective disarming of the popular 
militias, the CDSs. These changes 
on the part of the USFI, adopted 
on a purely empirical basis with 
no real explanation, are the 
result of the USFI  leaders' 
centrist adaptation to the ongoing 


revolutionary "process" headed by 


the Sandinista Liberation Front 
(FSLN), a process which the USFI 
sees as the Permanent Revolution 
incarnated "out-there" before its 
very eyes. 


The USFI also adopted the SwWP 


line of liquidating any 
independent Trotskyist 
intervention. The resolution 


the USFI 








rejected any perspectives of 
building a Trotskyist, Party in 
Nicaragua, or a politically 
independent faction of such an 
international Party inside the 
FSLN:- "By acting as loyal 
militants in the framework of the 
organisation which led to the 
overthrow of Somoza and leads this 
revolution, the members of the 
Fourth International in Nicaragua 
will defend the fundamental ideas 
of Revolutionary Marxism". 


The October Ist meeting also 
adopted a resolution on the Simon 
Bolivar Brigade. This condemned 
the SBB and covered up the fact 
that it was expelled for political 
reasonS - even on the FSLN's own 
acount. The USFI claimed the 
reasonS were military. A final 
clause, allegedly moved by Mandel, 
offered gentle advice to the FSLN 
on a more subtle way they could 
have achieved their end:- "...The 
prestige and political authority 
of the FSLN was sufficiently great 
to have enabled them to solve the 
problem of the SBB by using public 
criticism and condemnation". 


In addition, this meeting 
adopted a policy to prevent any 
section or faction of the USFI 


challenging its  liquidationist 
line on Nicaragua, at the cost of 
expulsion. 
"The OST of Costa Rica and the 
Bolshevik Faction in 
particular are instructed to 
. cease all activity in 
Nicaraqua, including the 


construction of organisations, 
and to limit themselves to 
activities undertaken in 
collaboration with the United 
Secretariat on the basis of 
the line of the 
International”. 
This meeting rejected a resolution 
from the Leninist Trotskyist 
Tendency which attacked the USFI's 
failure to condemn’ the GNR, 
thereby revising the revolutionary 
Marxist position on the bourgeois 
nature of such coalitions and 
their inevitable counter 
revolutionary role when faced with 
the independent action of the 
masses to satisfy their needs. 
The LTT motion also attacked the 
SWP's capitulation to Castro and 
the Havana Conference. Finally at 
the meeting, the LTT and Bolshevik 
Faction (BF) presented a statement 
which, given the unwillingness of 
the USFI leaders to engage in open 
debate of the issues, can be seen 


now to contain the seeds of the 


Subsequent split. The essence of 
the statement waS a correct 
refusal to observe discipline on 
the basis of the USFI's 
liquidationist line on Nicaragua. 
The basis points of the resolution 
were as follows. 

a. that the USFI's resolution is 
tantamount to adoption for the 
whole International of the SwP's 
revisionist position on the GNR 
which includes support for its 
"activity of national 
reconstruction in the framework of 
the bourgeois state". 





b. that it involves "abandonment 
of any perspective of building a 


section of the Fourth 
International” in Nicaragua and is 
a "simple dissolution of 


Trotskyism into the FSLN without 
organisation or programme". 
c. that it involves the USFI in 


denouncing the Simon Bolivar 
Brigade while i refuses 
solidarity with SBB- members 


tortured in Panama and funks 
exposing the collusion of FSLN 
police in this. 

d. that it involves the 
“abandonment of all the positions 


of the Fourth International aan. 
the Castrolite 


favour of 
orientation that the new 
leadership of the SwP is trying to 
impose on our movement" (Lettres 
d' Informations Ouvrieres, 
18/16/79). 


A crucial point in the LTT/BF 


-Statement is their attack on the 


USFI for refusing to engage in 


real debate on the issues - which 


could only mean that the USFI 
leaders preferred a split. "By 
taking this attitude the [USFTI] 
prevented real debate on 
orientation on the only terrain 
where such a debate could take 
place, that of an indispensable 
return to the constitutive 
Principles of our movement’ as 
regards the elementary necessity 
of the fight for the most complete 
political independence of the 
proletariat”. 


EE RR 


WHAT ARE THE ROOTS OF 
THE LIQUIDATIONISM? 


If in that latter statement the 
LTT and BE were expressing an 
attempt, in however embryonic a 
form, to delve back behind the 
liguidationist positions of the 
USFI to their foundations in 
method and theory, this could have 
been of major significance to the 
key task of 
re-armament. Such a task would 
involve developing, as against the 
USFI"s understanding of the world 
Since the war-time expansion of 
Stalinism, a counter theory of the 
expansion of Stalinism which 


instead of justifying 
liquidationism would ground the 
need for a Trotskyist 
International to build its 


section® in every country and to 
fight for the political revolution 
in the Stalinist states. 


However, that fact that the LTT 
and BF have become absorbed in the 


rotten bloc of the "Parity 
Commission", headed by the 
"Organisation for the 
Reconstruction of . the Fourth 
International" (OCRFI, Irish 


section being the LWR), means that 
any such outcome of the split will 
be stymied unless the LTT and BF 
are willing to join with other 
claimants to Trotskyism to force 


the convening on a genuinely open 
basis of the conference cha t hey 
have pretended to be committed to. 
The OCRFI and its predecessor have 
been quite satisfied to repudiate 
the most openly liquidationist 





Trotskyist ° 


positions of the USFI tradition 
while being totally unable to dig 
back to the roots of these 
positions in method and theory, 
thus ending up in aé_e merely 
quixotic defence of the 
Transitional Programme as being 
fully adequate to the present 
period. 





ELEVENTH WORLD CONGRESS 
All the llth World Congress of 


the USFI could do about the 
Nicaraguan revolution wes to 
formalise the consensus of 


liquidating independent Trotskyist 
organisation, of revising Marxist 
principle and of trailing Castro 
in the shoes of the American SwP. 
Thus the resolutions substitute a 


centrist faith in the blind 
historical process instead of 
revolutionary dialectics, 
blatantly in both majority and 
minority resolutions. For 


example, "The various decrees 
adopted by the Junta of the QR, 
in the course of the first three 
months of its existence, show the 
direction of the process of 
permanent revolution unleashed by 
the victorious popular 
insurrection" (Major Resolutions 
and Reports p.158). 


Secondly, any independent role 
for Trotskyism is repudiated along 
with outlawing the building of any 
Independent Trotskyist party in 
Nicaragua “The Fourth Internatonal 
and its sections must mobilise all 
their forces to defend the 
Nicaraguan revolution and _ to 
Support the FSLN" [our emphasis]. 


Thirdly, the GNR is classified 
aS a coalition government o the 
FSLN with a_ section of the 
bourgeoisie - in the majority 
resolution - yet the revisionist 
position of backing this coalition 
is affirmed: "The place, role and 
nature of the GNR, a coalition 
government between the FSLN and a 
section of the bourgeoisie, must 
be grasped in the context of this 


transitional phase". 


Fourthly, the basic hope that 
animates the USFI resolutions, 
both majority and minority, that 
the FSLN and Castro will 
effectively evolve into 
Trotskyists, providing the USFI 
with a short-cut solution to the 
problem of international communist 
leadership, comes out in the 


following positions, veiled as: 


usual in the majority resolution, 
explicit in the other. 


“The revolutionary upsurge in 


Nicaragua and the FSLN's 
evolution in the course of the 
battle, offer the Fourth 
International an enormous 
opportunity and big 


responsibility to go forward 
in our historical task of 
solving the crisis of 
leadership of the world 
working class and building the 
International party of 
Socialist Revolution. The 
cadres of the world Trotskyist 
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movement constitute an 
irreplacable nucleus of this 
world proletarian party" (p. 
165, Majority). 


"As a result [of a Cuban type 
of workers state arising in 
Nicaragua] the door would be 
opened further to a process 
that could lead the Castroite 
leadership, the FSLN, and 
other revolutionists linking 
up with the Fourth 
International in steps towards 
building a mass world party of 
socialist revolution " (p. 
177, Minority). 


THIRTY YEARS OF CENTRISM 


To get an inkling of the full 
depth of the centrist rot in the 
USFI, we must briefly show how the 
above is no mere episodic centrist 
wobble in a general line of fight 
for revolutionary Marxism but only 
the latest in a long chain of 


centrist capitulations going right 


back to 1948. 


Three years ago the USFI 
published its "Self Criticism on 
Latin America”. in this’) it 
criticises the inadequacy of 
previous self-criticism of its 
attitude to the Castroites in the 
1960s. 

- "At the 9th World Congress we 
paid the price for this lack 
of systematic analysis of the 
Cuban revolution. On the 
basis of rapid and hasty 
generalisations we did not 
clearly oppose the incorrect 
lessons drawn from the Cuban 
revolution by the great 
majority of the Latin American 

'vyanguard...our hopes were very 
much exaggerated as to the 
possibilities offered by 
material. aid from the Cubans 
and the character of the 
political relations between 
the Cuban leadership and the 
various organisations claiming 
adherence to this 
leadership...the policy of 


‘integration’ into the 


historic revolutionary current 
represented by the OLAS 


[Castroist Organisation of 
Latin American States] and the 
Cuban revolution as it was 
projected by the 9th World 
Congress... was very much 
mistaken," 


Yet it is precisely the same 
policy of "integration into the 
historic revolutionary current" 
which we see repeated on 
Nicaragua. 


After the right-wing coup in 
Algeria in 1965 the  § USFI 
considered its inadequately 
critical attitude over many years 
to Ben Bella in Aijigeria. It 
concluded that its failure to 
build a Trotskyist Party in 
Algeria had been a failure in 
elementary duty. Why then is such 
a failure in Nicaragua not now a 
worse mistake? We challenge the 
USFI and their [Irish section, 
Peoples Democracy, to answer! 


THE YUGOSLAV PRECDENT 


The attitude of the Trotskyists 


who later came to form the USFI to 


the Yugoslav Communist Party 
leadership in 1948, when Titoism 
was seen as an independent current 
to the 'left' of Stalinism, is the 
same liquidationism displayed in 
the Cuban and Algerian examples. 
"Tt is not an exaggeration to 
anticipate, if the Yugoslav 
affair evolved favourably, if 
the Tito regime does not 
compromise with Imperialism 
but on the contrary develops a 
more consistent revolutionary 
line, that we may yet witness 
the debacle of Stalinism in 
the years to come on a vast 
scale. For all these reasons 
the revolutionary vanguard 
should be conscious of the 
immense potentialities of the 
Yugoslav affair and do _ the 
utmost to assist its 
favourable evolution.” 
—Michel Pablo, ‘Evolution of 
Yugoslav cCentrism', FI, Nov 
'49, p. 292, our emphasis. 


"The most heartening = and 
gratifying aspect of the rich 
and varied post war experience 


has been the positive 
verification of Trotsky's 
famous contribution to 


Marxism, the 

strategy of 
Revolution. 
It is not decisive for Marxists 
that this process is not yet 
openly recognised by the Yugoslav 
leaders. The consciousness of 
men, formed’ by environment, 
moulded by training, hampered by 
prejudice and ego, influenced by 
obscure psychological reflexes, 
lags notoriously behind events. 
What is decisive is the actual 
process itself." 
—George Clark, "Leon Trotsky A New 
Vindication", FI, July '‘'50, p. 
103, our emphasis. 


concept and 
the Permanent 








Trotsky himself fought 
repeatedly against and 
definitively rejected such a 


concept of permanent revolution as 
is at the core of this centrisn. 


Writing of the Chinese 
revolution:- 
"The Chinese revolution 
‘contains within itself 


endencies to become permanent 
insofar as it contains the 
possibility of the conquest of 
power by the proletariat. To 
speak of Permanent Revolution 
without this and outside of 
it, is like trying to fill the 
cask of  Danaides. a 
necessary condition for this 


is to carr out a which 
repares e policy whi 


prepa ; pro 
good time for 2 Ee conquest of 4 


power. Now, Lominadze has 
made of the possibility of a 
permanent development of the 
revolution (on condition that 
the communist policy be 
correct) a scholastic formula 
guaranteeing at one blow and 
for all time a revolutionary 
situation ‘for many years’. 





The | mane 5 character of the 
revolution | sa law 


placing itse Taste ees On 
independent of the p BL = 
the leadership and 

natentad Teac lonae ae ee ee 


revolutionary events". 
-Problems of the Chinese 


Revolution p. 125 New Park 
1969, our emphasis. 





It is precisely the raising of 
the theory of Permanent Revolution 
into a supra historical out-there 
process, castigated here by 
Trotsky, that we see in_ the 
conceptions above of the 
subsequent leaders of the USFI 
tradition in "48-50. This 
centrist method leads inevitably 


to the ‘transformation’ of 
Stalinist parties into 
revolutionary parties. The 


degenerated concept of Permanent 
Revolution at the centre of the 
USFI perspective since ‘48 is just 
the subjective reflection of 
Stalinist expansionism in the mind 
of an International which has 
capitulated in theory and practice 
to this expansion. 


It is not a question here that 
the USFI leadership repeat the 
same liquidationist mistake so 
often as to throw into doubt their 
seriousness about theory. It is 4 
guestion of that theory itself, 
traceable through Pablo, Mandel 
etc., and the  liquidationist 
method and content of it. That is 
the issue that both the LTT and BF 
had to face if their break with 
the USFI was not to end in another 
failure to confront the key task 
of Trotskyist re-armament. This 
issue has two sides. Firstly, 
Trotskyists must trace back the 
revisionism of the USFI to _ the 
1940s and its roots in method and 
theory, and not merely formally 
reject the liquidationist 
consequences of these, as does the 
OCRFI, in which case one ends by 
making a fetish of the 1938 
Transitional Programme. Secondly, 
added to this negative analysis 
must be a positive dialectical 
materialist theory of the post war 
expansion of ead a 





INTERNATIONAL COMMITTEE AND OCRFI 





It is precisely because the 
OCRFI and its predecessor the 
International Committee since 1948 
did not face either side of the 
above task that the amalgam of the 
LTT and BF with the OCRFI under 
the name of the Parity Commission 
is yet another cul de sac. To 
understand this is to understand 
the importance of the fight to 
turn the Conference promised by 
the Parity Commission into an open 
and democratic debate that is not 
limited to one meeting but is 
continued aS a means of pinning 
down at least the most crucial 
defects in post war Trotskyism. 


TO PAGE 15 





Republicans Moving Left ? 
(cont'd from P.19) 


against British State control, it 
is not difficult to see why the 
question of which class rules 
within the Irish state will be 
ignored or blurred. "Labour Must 
Wait" is the logical expression of 
this political and organisational 
nature of the physical force 


tradition 

Unless they are prepared to 
confront the organisational as 
well as the political expression 
of that tradition, the Lefts will 
at best go no further than seeing 
the Irish working class and trade 
unions as another ally with their 
economic struggle recognised as 
only a parallel but essentially 
separate dimension to the "war of 
liberation" for Unity and 
Independence. No doubt = the 
republican feminists will see the 
struggles of women as another 
allied parallel fight. 








It is this perspective which 
enables us to understand more 
clearly the view of Gerry Adams 
that the military war cannot be 
won outright against British 
Imperialism. He called for SF to 
recognise the struggles of “other 


people" and the necessity to link 
them up. But the obvious drawback 
Gf thie ' position ‘is that” it 


appears to believe that the IRA 
can go on with its kind of war, 


while the workers will be 
encouraged to go on fighting the 
bosses, and women will be 


encouraged to oppose sexism and 
its effects. 


In a certain sense, of course, 
this kind of perspective (minus 
the women) has been precisely what 
Sinn Fein claimed to be advocating 
for the last five years or so - as 
one perceptive delegate pointed 
out. However much the Left seem 
determined to be more positive 
about their perspective, the fact 
is that the fight "on all fronts" 
approach, unless it proceeds from 
a complete re-organisation of the 
relationship between military and 
political wings, will lead to the 
Left being defeated and a victory 
for the diehards of the physical 
force tradition and their small 
capitalist allies in the South. 


For such a complete 
re-organisation to take place must 
mean a conscious attempt by the 
Left to discover the revolutionary 
Marxist tradition and method 
embod ied in the Bolshevik 
revolution of 1917 in Russia and 
further developed in the 
imperialist fascist epoch by 
Trotsky as the foundation of the 
Fourth International of 1938. 
Notwithstanding the failures and 
disunity within the world 
Trotskyist movements, it is only 
from within the method and ideas 
of the Transitional Programme and 
the Permanent Revolution that 





Irish national freedom and Workers 
-Power can be achieved. 


in Irish Republicanism. . 


The inability so far of the 


Left to come concretely to grips. 


with this whole tradition has led 
its inadequate formulations and 
method to be exposed by the logic 
of events. Firstly in Zimbabwe 
where, as shown’ above, the 
'marxist' Mugabe built a mass 
political movement and a separate 
military wing around a programme 
Similar to the Left Provisionals'. 
Even if this programme had 
specified much more radical 
measures of workers control, the 
building of workers and _ peasants 
committes etc., aS long as these 
tasks remained subordinate and 
secondary to first achieving a 
military victory then the fine 
words would cut little ice against 
the actual sellout of the workers 
and peasants which has already 
happened. 





Another example can be seen in 
the pages of AP/RN where, ina 
workers’ struggle in Leitrim the 
non-unionised labour force backed 
two Fine Gael law-and-order 
capitalists against the bourgeois 


State's attempts to liquidate 
their property in payment of 
debts. While the workers' 
attitude is the product of a whole 
history of exploitation, 
oppression and sellout by the 
trade union leaderships, 
Republican News made not’ the 
slightest attempt, while 


supporting the workers, to go 


beyond their demand for the 
McCartin Brothers’ “right to 


continue exploiting them for a 
further period on the basis of: 
taxpayers money. Indeed, AP/RN 
warned against going beyond this 
demand of the workers. Further, 





they made no criticism of the 


workers’ leaders' statement that 
unions were only needed when 
misunderstanding arose between 
boss and workers! Even more AP/RN 
peddied the poison of the 
McCartin's and the clergy's lie 
that the McCartin brothers 
“created" jobs in Leitrim. All 
the paper could offer on the 
matter was the melodramatic 
Suggestion of the workers rising 
up to defend their jobs in 
arms...."when that happens strange 
stirrings take place in the 
heart"... 


Needfess to say, such empty 


rhetoric evades the problems of 





how to forearm the workers against 
a sellout, through raising the 
need to fight with workers’ 
solidarity for expropriation under 
workers control (to be defended in 
arms if necessary). Of course, 
when the workers could not provide 
spontaneously an alternative 
answer independent of complete 
faith in the McCartins’ the 
resistance to the Receiver 
crumbled. With Republican News 
bemoaning the fact but drawing 
nothing in the way of lessons it 
capitulated all the more easily to 
the regional political 
backwardness of sections of the 
workforce because the capitalists 
were Irish and had long experience 


of playing thr role of 





yetter illustration of Sinn Fein's 
fatal weakness in its petty 
‘Capitalist base of support in the 
‘South than the paternalism towards 
workers so crudely displayed by 
Sinn Fein Chairman of Galway 
County Council, Frank Glynn who in 


a Sunday World interview on 20th 


January stated: 
"True I am a socialist. I 
employ 60 people here and I 
see to it that they are happy. 
I give my employees a little 
bonus at Christmas ... We 
have a pension scheme". 


It is precisely at this point 
of native capitalism versus 
foreign that the blurring of the 
class question is sharply revealed 
again and again. In the strike 
against the British Army by the 
National Union of Public Employees 
members at the Royal Victoria 
Hospital, the Republican Movement 
had nothing to offer these workers 
in the way of extending and 
deepening the struggle of workers 
against the imperialist forces. 
All AP/RN could state was that the 
failure of the strike proved the 
correctness of their purely 
military strategy to destroy the 
Northern State! 








AS argued above, such a 
strategy has led since 1972 not to 


‘increasing mass participation and 
abil ak lon but to apathy and 


demoralisation on all fronts. And 
yet Republican News (May 17th) 
continues to believe that the 
bombing campaign has been a 
success because it continues to. 
disrupt the Northern economy. The 
fact that it has been totally 
divorced from the actual real 
struggles facing workers - against 
repression, anti-democratic 
legislation, unemployment , 
redundancies - is never considered 
by Republican News. When 
Republican News and Sinn Fein 
actually begin to get involved in 
building North and South local 
committees for workers-led action 
against all the related aspects of 
imperialist and capitalist 
oppression, then the question will 
be raised by workers themselves as 
to how the bombing of shops, 
hotels, public transport etc. can 
possibly help them Fight 
effectively either repression, the 
British Army or unemployment. 








The IWG believes that as soon 


as these questions begin to be 


asked inside Sinn Fein the present 
kind of organisation and politics 
cannot long survive. 


Concluded. 





employers. What 
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WHAT WE STAND FOR 
(Continued from page 2) 
Whilst firmly espousing the method of 


the 1938 Transitional Programme we 
reject its fetishisation in one form or 


another by the "United Secretariat of 
the 4th International" or the 
"Organising Committee for the 
Reconstruction of the F.I.". Both these 
international currents have _ proved 
themselves ideologically and 
organisationally bankrupt. Neither do 


we stand with such groups as the British 
Socialist Workers Party or its sister 
group SWM in Ireland who have jettisoned 
completely the principles and method of 
the Transitional Programme. We believe 
that fidelity to the 1938 Programme and 
its method is fidelity to scientific 
Marxism in the epoch of monopoly 
capitalism. In the present period of 
imperialist crisis this demands the 
re-elaboration of a new transitional 
Programme and a new International vere 
on rt’. 


2. INTERNATIONALISM is the recognition, 
embod ied 
proletarian revolution is by no _ means' 
the result of forces operating ina 


single country. The proletariat is a 
world class and capitalism (a world 
system especially in its imperialist 


phase) has drawn the world together so 
that. 8. Single - part’ of dt" is 
understandable without reference to the 
whole. Only for the internationalist is 
the class struggle always the struggle 
for Socialism. For the social democrat, 
the Stalinist, the socialist Republican, 
the point of departure is what they see 
as the 
working class. Their Socialism is truly 

"socialism in one country" - impossible 
under imperialism. The Communist 
programme is an international programme. 
The national 
proletariat can and must flow froma 
world orientation. Our fight to build a 
revolutionary party in Ireland is only a 
subordinate part of the fight to build a 
proletarian revolutionary International. 
We reject the centrist view taken by 
e.g. the SWM that an International can 
only be formed after mass 
sections are built. 


3. IMPERIALISM marks the maturing of 
Capitalism into a conflict-ridden world 
system of exploitation and marks the 
opening of wars and_- revolutions. 
Imperialism condemns two-thirds of 
humanity to the super-exploitation of 


in the Programme that the. 


interests of their "national" 


orientation of the 


national. 


their countries, making them sources of 
super profits and raw materials for the 
"advanced" countries. The working 
class, itself the product of capitalism, 
and the exploited nationalities, both 
victims of Imperialism, have shown their 
power and willingness to overthrow 
capitaliSm and imperialism. However, 
Imperialism and capitalism have been 
able to maintain their domination of the 
proletariat and oppressed because of the 
conscious collaboration of the Parties 
of Social Democracy and Stalinism who 


have betrayed workers struggles and 
supervised the bloody crushing of 
workers' risings time and time again. 


After World War 1 it was the reformists 
who saved capitalism from mass 
revolutionary upsurge in its heartlands. 
In the 1920s and 30s. the Stalinised 
Comintern supervised the bloody defeat 


‘lof the Chinese revolution and Communist. 


Party, and delivered the European 
workers' movements into defeat at the 
hands of fascism. After World War Il 
capitalism could not have survived 


without the conscious support of the 
Stalinist parties who disarmed the 
potentially revolutionary forces and 
gave power back to the bourgeoisie. In 
Russia, East Europe, Cuba, China and 
Vietnam they have created degenerated 
and deformed Workers States that can 
only be brought under the control of the 


working class by political revolution. 
In the West they offer only 
class-collaborationist, national 


reformist programmes. Stalinism and its 
parties are reactionary, an obstacle on 
a world scale to Socialist Revolution. 


The material basis for the survival of. 
Imperialist capitalism has been the 
wholesale destruction of capital and the 
smashing of the proletariat in two 
imperialist World Wars and the 
Subordination of the world economy to 
American Imperialism's massive expansion 
after 1945. | 


The defeat of US imperialism in 
Vietnam signalled the sharply deepening 
crisis of imperialism in general. Since: 
‘then further major defeats have followed 
for Imperialism in Africa, Iran and most 
recently in Nicaragua, a powler keg that 
threatens the grip of the US on the 
Balkanised Central American puppet 
States. However, the world proletariat 
is still led by the reformist parties of 
Social Democracy and Stalinism. Without 
revolutionary leadership the proletariat 
will not hold state power anywhere. The 
urgent task for Marxists is to build 





that leadership. based on the 
programmatic strategy and tactics of a 
new revolutionary International. 


4... THE IRISH . WORKING CLASS is 
profoundly weakened by being imprisoned 


in two Partitioned imperialised states. 


in Ireland, and divided further by the 
oppression of women who are thereby 
largely isolated from the organised 
labour movement. Multiple divisions 
into sectional interest groups are 
carefully maintained by the labour 
movement bureaucracy which colludes with 
imperialism by smoothing the path for 
super exploitation of Irish workers and 
‘by maintaining peace in its ow 
interests with the Orange State at the 
expense of the unity of the class 
nationally. 


The trade union leadership North and 
South have been able to carry out their 
treacherous class collaboration with 
imperialism and Green and_ Orange 
capitalism because the political 
questions thrown up by the combined 
effects of imperialist military 
occupation, huge unemployment, large 
scale redundancies, high inflation and 
the role of Labour’ parties have 
ideologically confused many militants. 
No longer can simple reliance. on 
sectional militancy answer the questions 
faced in every strucgle by workers. The 
basis for a way forward can only be 
provided by clear political alternatives 
to the solutions of governments, Labour 
Parties, trade union leaders and trade 
union 'Lefts', alternatives which must 
be weapons of stuggle for the rank and 
file on a class-wide basis. 


Therefore, we stand for the building 
of a rank and file movement in the 
unions on a programme of opposition to 
the capitalist and imperialist 
offensive, a programme that flows at all 
times from and leads in action to the 
revolutionary perspective of workers’ 
power. 


We fight in the workers' movement for 
the total independence of the Unions 
from the State and from all shackles 
legal and other on the right to organise 


or strike; for militant class policies. 


of direct action for all immediate and 
partial demands which strengthen the 
class. We fight against all attempts to 
make workers pay for the crisis of 
capitalism through loss of partial gains 
won in generations of struggle; against 
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all attempts of capitalism nationally 
and internationally to rationalise 
production for the sake of profits at 
the expense of workers by productivity 
dealing, redundancies or closures. For 
a working class counter-offensive to 
impose workers' control (not 
'participation') over production, the 
only conclusion to this struggle being a 
planned economy and a Workers Republic 
based on workers councils. For 
practical solidarity with workers’ ~ 
struggles throughout the world, 
international unity of the trade unions 


and for links between the rank and file 


of different countries, especially in 


International Combine Committees in the 


multinational monopolies. 


5. THE UNRESOLVED NATIONAL QUESTION 
remains the most vital struggle around 
which to unite the majority of Irish 
workers in the fight for their own state 
power. Imperialism, whatever its form, 
dominates the interests of the Irish 
working class on a 32 County basis. It 
is the common enemy of all workers. In 
order to defeat it and to smash its 
puppet capitalist States a revolutionary 





Marxist international programme must 


spell out sharply and clearly a strategy 
whose tactics, Slogans, demands and 
popular organisation when taken up by 
workers must 

(a) link concretely the economic battles 
of Southern workers with the 
imperialised nature of the Southern 
economy and its State as well as its 
role in directly aiding British 
imperialism in the North; 

(b) link concretely and step by step the 
anti-imperialist struggle of nationalist 
workers against the Northern State and 
the British Army to the capitalist 
policies of mass unemployment, low 
wages, high prices etc. carried out by 
the bosses and their State machine. 
(c)link every struggle for democratic 
rights to the perspective and need to 
fight for Workers Power, seeking to 
mobilise the organisations of the 
working class as the leadership of all 
such struggles, especially for the 
rights of women to equality socially, 
economically, legallyi:- for separation 
of Church and State; against all forms 
of repression or censorship; against 
electoral | gerrymandering and for 
abo]. ition inthe South of the 
"yocationally" appointed Senate; for 
annual general elections at a fixed date 
and free access to the media for all 
political parties except fascists. 





es 


Revolutionary 


THE REPUBLICAN MOVEMENT is historically 


the most militant expression of Irish 
nationalism. However, the Provisionals, 


despite all their political camouflage. 


about socialism, stand for the strictly 
Nationalist demand for 
independence and unity of the nation. 
Thus their ‘'strategy' is the purely 
physical force struggle to drive the 
British Army out of Ireland, failing to 
confront the Southern State or 


capitalism. 


In essence the Provisionals ignore 
both the class nature of the states 
North and South and the need to base all 
struggles centrally on the only class 
capable of overthrowing imperialism - 
the working class. 

While in no way supporting calls for 





‘a ceasefire we call for an end to the 


Provisional's bombing campaign against 


‘"economic' targets which has, since the 
fall of Stormont, helped to alienate, 
confuse and demoralise the tens of 


thousands of anti-Unionist workers who 


once gave their active support. We 
fight for the building of a_ mass 
political movement, against imperialism 
and the Northern State, based on the 
direct action of organised workers North 
and South, that is, for the strategy of 
PermanentRevolution. 


The Protestant working class can only 
be broken from Loyalism through the 
mobilisation of the majority of the 
all-Ireland working class such that at 
the same time as it fights to throw out 
the British Imperialist presence from 
Ireland - political, military and 
economic - it fights on an 


internationalist programme to overthrow 


both capitalism and imperialism. 


i. build the armed 


Only 
on this basis can we: 

front of workers, 
socialists and republicans; 


ii. prepare the mobilisation of the 


masses for a General Strike; ~ 

iit, fignt for an all-Ireland 
Government of workers parties to defend 
every gain of the masses in struggle; 
iv. smash both states and replace them 
with the class rule of the Workers' 
Republic, the dictatorship of the 
proletariat. 


While fighting to build independent 
working class organisations against 
repression as the immediate basis for a 
mass united front against imperialism we 
Gai. for joint action ‘with ‘other 


anti-imperialist groups on the basis of 
‘United Front principles namely that the 


‘and the Labour Movement, for 


campaigns be open to all who accept the 
agreed concrete demands, and that we at 
no time yield up our right to argue in 


front “of. ‘tre masses for our 
perspectives, aims, tactics and 
strategy. We seek to make the power of 


orcanised trade union bodies in strikes, 
sit-ins etc. the key weapon of the 
fight for Political Status for 
republican prisoners, against repression 
and torture, for BRITISH TROOPS OUT NOW, 
RELEASE ALL POLITICAL PRISONERS NORTH 
AND SOUTH, DISBAND THE RUC AND UDR. 


6. WOMENS EMANCIPATION. We fight for 
complete equality for Women, supporting 
their fight against male domination, 4 
product of capitalism as of all previous 
class societies. We fight for all 
immediate demands which promote this aim 
while recognising that only the 
transition to Communism will remove the 
last vestiges of women's enslavement. 
In particular we fight for working class 
women who suffer oppression aS women and 
super exploitation within the workforce 
at present and for the building of a 
working-class led womens movement to 
take up the struggle against their 





oppression on a communist programme. We 


fight against male chauvinism and the 
unequal treatment of women in society 
full and 
equal right in the workplace. We fight 
for a woman's right to control her own 
fertility - for contraception and 
abortion to be available free and 
legally on demand. We fight for the 
right to divorce on request, for the 
socialisation of child care and domestic 
toil. 


We support the struggle of Gay 
people against discrimination on the 
basis of their sexual orientation. 


_ REVOLUTIONARY REGROUPMENT can only be 


won by through the frank and open 
polemic, debate and discussion among the 
groups claiming to be Trotskyist on the 
key issues of programme, strategy and 


tactics, in front of the militants of 
the class and without evasions or 
opportunist concealment of differences 


for spurious organisational gains, but 
equally seeking fusion with other groups 
where principled agreement has _ been 
attained. On this basis we declare our 
willingness to fight for the building in 
Ireland of a section of a new 
revolutionary communist International. 








